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Pythia: “To the ends (ἔσχατα) of the land you should flee 
(φεῦγ), leave (λιπὼν) your homes (δώματα), and city (πόλιος), 
leave the heights of your circular fortresses…all is ruined…he 
(Xerxes) will destroy many cities with towers, and not yours 
alone will he shatter”. 
Herodotus, Histories. 7.140. 
Q; Did the Persian invasion and destruction of Athens in 480-479
B.C.E. threaten the Athenians with the prospect of becoming
stateless, apolis? If so, how did Athenians apply their culture and
demokratia to survive the Late Archaic and Early to Middle
Classical period?
A Joint Archaeology and Ancient History Honours Thesis. 
Nestor Nicola 
[2] 
“I hide behind the simple things so you’ll find me; 
if you don’t find me, you’ll find the things, 
you’ll touch what my hand has touched.  
Our handprints will merge”  
Yiannis Ritsos, The Meaning of Simplicity 
[3] 
Abstract 
The Director of the Athenian Agora Excavations (1946–1967), Homer A. Thompson, said the following 
regarding the Persian-led destruction of Athens: 
“people’s reaction to disasters is more indicative of a nation’s character than 
their response to triumphs”.  
The catastrophe of Athens by the Persian Empire in 480 and 479 B.C.E. appears to have been a deliberate 
attempt to cut the Athenians’ connection to their ancestral homeland Attica, a landscape topographically 
diverse and self-sufficient that bounded ancestral memory, physical culture (nature and architecture), 
and civic organisation with its large, but scattered population. Evidence to permanently displace the 
Athenians is discovered in the historical and archaeological records through the destruction of the Agora 
and Akropolis.  
In religious and civic centre of the Agora, buildings and cultural materials (ceramic-wares) were destroyed 
and dumped into Athens’ water-wells, a scheme which appears aimed to prevent any salvage operation 
by a returning population. On the sacred citadel of the Akropolis, votive offerings such as the beautiful 
Akropolis korai, statues that captured the realism of Archaic period Athenian mothers and daughters, 
were targeted and brutally mutilated beyond repair. The manner of their ‘execution’ was traumatic 
enough that the people buried these ‘daughters’ around the sanctuary and their presence disappeared. 
By abandoning their country twice within 12 months to the invading forces of the Great King, the 
Athenians became a stateless people, bereft of their city (apolis). The situation in Athens was one of 
many encountered by Greek poleis during one of the ancient world’s most turbulent epochs when 
Herodotus and Thucydides describe metoikesis (migration) and apolis (becoming stateless) as a frequent 
occurrence.  
How did the Athenians recover from the Persian invasions and achieve what should be considered the 
unthinkable? In history, the Athenian abandonment, devastation and subsequent recovery of their polis, 
is arguably one of the greatest feats of endurance by a settled population. However, the extent of 
destruction, cultural repair and economic recovery has not been adequately analysed.  
‘Athenians’ is an introductory study of a catastrophic invasion and a people’s response, survival and 
repair of their polis and identity. The study reinvestigates the Kleisthenic reforms to identify Demokratia 
as a system which integrated Attica’s key strengths; topography, resources, together with its people to 
defend, withdraw and recover economically time and again from formidable opponents and devastating 
defeats. 
[4] 
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Part 1: 
Introduction 
 “… it is not always discovery of new ancient evidence that encourages 
us to ask new questions or develop new hypothesis… 
but changes in modes of thought”  
Peter Liddel. 1 
1 Liddel 2009, 31. 
[9] 
Preface 
Athenians examines the approaches which prevented a people from becoming displaced and stateless, 
apolis, as a result of the Persian-led invasions of Attica in 480-479 B.C.E.2 It is a study of the Athenian 
response to the destruction of Athens, focusing on the repair of the city (polis), its physical culture and its 
economic recovery following this near-total catastrophe. The research also analyses how men and 
women of Attica survived a turbulent epoch that confronted many communities living in the Eastern 
Mediterranean during the Late Archaic and Early Classical period (late sixth and first half of the fifth-
centuries B.C.E.).3 Athenians is presented in three parts: the Destruction of Athens, the Athenian Cultural 
Repair and finally, the Athenian Economic Recovery.  
During the sixth and fifth-centuries when Greek cities (poleis) embarked in colonisation and trade, 
communities located on the Ionian and Aegean Seas confronted wars and invasions from local 
inhabitants, rival Greek states and rising Eastern Empires. These man-made disasters led thousands of 
people to slavery, deportation, exile (phuge) or migration (metoikesis) from their homes, sanctuaries, and 
marketplaces (agora). The pre-Socratic philosopher, Heraclitus, describes disasters and displacement 
caused by invasion: 
Everything is born of war; it reveals who are gods and men, it creates some as free men, the others 
as slaves (Heraclitus of Ephesus c.535 – c.475 B.C.E.).4 
This paper’s objective is to consider the literary and archaeological evidence, and analyse the role which 
the Athenians’ history, culture, and institutions (demokratia) assisted their society to overcome, repair, 
and remember the wounds caused by traumatic events. It aims to explain the means by which the 
2 Within the context of this research, the reference to the two Persian-led invasions will be referring to 480 and 479 B.C.E. Historically, with 
the landing at Marathon in 490 B.C.E., Attica was invaded three times by the Persian Empire. An Appendix of invasions that occurred in the 
Eastern Mediterranean and Attica recorded by Herodotus can be found under Appendices 4.1 to 4.3. 
3 I am grateful for the confidence, independence, and above all patience that my supervisors, Margaret Miller, Arthur and Renee George 
Professor of Classical Archaeology, and Doctor Benjamin Brown, Scholarly Teaching Fellow in Ancient History, at the University of Sydney, 
have allowed for my research to unfold. I am especially thankful for Margaret’s care, corrections, and respectful presentation and 
acknowledgement of the archaeological evidence, recognition of all past scholarship, and guidance in containing the thesis within the 
honours requirements. I would like to also thank Barbara Helwing, Professor of the Edwin Cuthbert Hall Chair in Middle Eastern Archaeology 
for her overall guidance during this Honours year. Finally, I wish to express my indebtedness to the American School of Classical Studies for 
their meticulous documentation and reporting the details of their work carried out in the excavations of the Athenian Agora since 1931 and 
sharing their discoveries in Hesperia and at http://www.agathe.gr/. I am particularly grateful to Professor T. Leslie Shear, Jr., John McK Camp 
II, for his work and reports as Excavations Directors of the American School of Classical Studies at Athens, and Katerina Karakasi, who 
without her monograph and photographs of the Akropolis korai published in Archaic Korai (2003) my examination would not have been 
possible. 
The study of ancient Greece, and Athens, has and will continue to play a pivotal role in Western Civilisation. My research is not aimed to 
undermine the achievements of past scholarship, but to highlight the difficulties that people from the Mediterranean have continually 
endured for millennia, and emphasize the extraordinary response and survival of the Athenians, who repaired their cultural landscape and 
economically survived the catastrophe of 480-479 B.C.E. I believe that a new approach to the manner which we study fifth century Athens, 
beginning with the Persian Invasions and the Athenians ability to recover presents new exciting opportunities in Classical Archaeology and 
Ancient History. 
4 Appendix 4.1: Herodotus’ Casualty list of Greek poleis and other nations prior to 480-479 B.C.E. lists the invasions, displacement, and 
subjugation of all the cities and populations living in the Eastern Mediterranean during the Late Archaic Period.  
[10] 
Athenians used the specific institution of demokratia to recover economically and survive from becoming 
a people displaced from their ancestral homes. A fundamental part of this research is to explore the 
concept of displacement and make the case that the Archaic Greek polis was an institution created to 
protect the well-being of the community to avoid displacement, and that in Athens, a critical 
development of this system that carried the same purpose is the specific shape of the Kleisthenic reform. 
According to the two most significant historical sources of the period, 
Herodotus and Thucydides, the invasion of territory and the migration, 
enslavement and, at times, deportation of populations was a frequent 
occurrence repeatedly threatening the well-being of inhabitants living 
throughout the Mediterranean.5 One of the defining features of these 
historians’ works is the predicament of life, which comprised of metoikia 
(μετοικία) and apolis (ἄπολις) – migration and becoming stateless or 
being bereft of one’s city. This commonality applied to thousands of 
Greeks who lived in their independent communities (koinonia) and 
and opportunities to understanding regional characteristics and 
development. Experiences produced in moments of catastrophes have 
lifelong effects upon people that can last for generations.6 Continuous 
cycles of wars and invasions in this region throughout the sixth to 
fourth-centuries caused distressing psychological pressures.7 Thucydides 
observed the change which overcame people confronting war, invasion and plague (2.52;59 and 3.82.2-
4.). In this struggle for survival, many communities used their history, customs, and landscape to 
overcome their traumas and recover through their institutions. However, one ethnos, the Athenians, 
appear to have endured in a manner which was unique from other poleis. 
5 For Herodotus, the whole Greek race was ‘one which had been extremely given to migration’ (1.56), while Thucydides saw mobility and 
stability (lack of) as an interpretation of the Greek past (1.2). Cited by Purcell 1990, 55. 
6 Thomassen 2009, 5 and 16. 
7 In stable societies, moments of traumas which cause a shift in a pattern of behavior are limited to personal or small group situations. 
However, in case when the community is faced with a prolonged form of civil strife or war, the changes affect the entire community for a 
considerable period of time. Within the field of Anthropology this is termed as liminal experiences. See Turner 1964, 46-55. ; Thomassen 
2009, 5-27. 
FIGURE 2: AKROPOLIS KORE, 643. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum  
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.510B.C.  
Source: Karakasi, Korai (2003). Plate 263 
A powerful presence in Athenian and 
Greek culture, the majority of the Akropolis 
Korai “were decapitated, hacked into, and 
burned during the Persian led invasions in 
480-479B.C.E”. The trauma on the 
Athenians was so great that they korai 
were buried in one of the most sacred sites 
in Attica, the Akropolis. 
administered their lives through their laws (nomoi). As a historian and
archaeologist, the element of surviving invasion provides great interest 
[11] 
The two chapters of Part 2 examine the historical and archaeological 
record to make the case that the destruction of Athens in 480 and 479 
was carried out by the Persian-led command as a means of destroying the 
civic order and culture within the Athenian Agora and Akropolis to cause 
displacement and cultural detachment amongst the inhabitants. Part 2 is 
an important step to comprehend the magnitude of destruction that 
befell Athens during the Persian invasions and invites an investigation 
into the Athenians’ response that is detailed in Part 3: Athenian Cultural 
Repair, and Part 4: The Kleisthenic System for Athenian Survival and 
Recovery. Homer Thompson, Director of the Agora Excavations (1946–
1967), states that disasters are as significant as triumphs, but are “less 
well documented”.8 
Part 3 examines the Athenian’s cultural repair following the invasion of 
Attica which caused temporary displacement of its citizens. Following the 
recovery of the city, the archaeology appears to reveal how the Athenians 
memorialised their ordeals of this historical event in the guise of Athenian 
history and mythology of heroic battles and the self-sacrifices of heroes 
and heroines on ceramic vessels and public spaces.  
Part 4 examines the process of Athenian economic recovery and survival by analysing the Kleisthenic 
model and the role Attica’s landscape, villages (villages) and regions (trittyes) played in the people’s ability 
to defend, withdraw, and recover from invasions and defeats. This section will argue that a critical 
strategy that allowed the Athenians to recuperate from the Persian catastrophe, included the formation 
of the Kleisthenic demokratia. This section will examine the Kleisthenic reforms of 508/7 as a Late Archaic 
period development based on the polis fundamentals that responded to regional circumstances, including 
the encroachment of rival Greek states and regional Eastern Empires (Fig.46:Map), such as Lydia and 
Persia (Hdt.6.32).9 My research will re-investigate to identify the benefits and re-discover whether the 
reforms of 508/7 B.C.E. unified the frontiers by using Attica’s important assets: its topography consisting 
of three agricultural plains, mountains, coast, valley passes, access to the sea and, above all, its large 
population.10 The objective is to determine whether demokratia protected its citizens from becoming 
apolis by allowing its people to withdraw and recover economically.  
8 Thompson 1981, 343. 
9 This is an important passage in Herodotus whereby he describes how “the Ionians were reduced to slavery three times”, once by the 
Lydians and twice by the Persians.  
10 Snodgrass (1981, 32) has argued that the principals of the early polis, security was a primary motivator. Snodgrass 1981,  
FIGURE 3: AKROPOLIS KORE, 685. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.500-490 B.C.E.No. 643 
Source: Karakasi, Korai (2003). Plate 189. 
[12] 
1. Apolis: an absence of the polis
In Greek literature, the concept of "apolis" (ἄπολις) begins in conjunction with the ideals of the polis, an 
eighth-century phenomenon whereby “survival of the group” based on a cluster of villages (synoikismos) 
was critical.11 The concept of the polis and apolis are bounded, with the latter being the adjective for 
having lost the former.12 The main fundamentals of the polis is to be a stronghold, a group of villages 
binding each home (oikos), community (koinonia), and laws (nomoi) through good order, eunomia. One 
fundamental principle of archaic polis is to prevent injustice which causes internal strife and weakness. 
Strife exposes the community to external invasion and, as a result, migration, or slavery, which 
consequently leads to apolis. These principles are noted early in Greek thought, including Homer, Hesiod, 
and the fragmented poems of Solon, Tyrtaeus and Alcaeus.13 Although apolis  is not applied as an 
adjective during this period, the outcome or consequences of invasion are nevertheless clear. The term 
"apolis" appears during the fifth-century and is used by the tragedian Euripides, who arguably explores 
the process of being stateless in traumatic detail.14 Therefore, based on gathering three centuries of 
thought, apolis, for the Greeks, is a loss of home and the Agora and is a discontinuation from one’s altars, 
sanctuaries and festivals. It is an absence that disconnects an individual from their farm or another 
livelihood, and it severs the connection from their ancestral land. If things cannot get any worse, it is also 
a removal from family and kin. Apolis places an individual into xenosis/ξένωσις, ‘a being in foreign lands’, 
where circumstances require one to behave outside the norms of one’s nomoi, ‘customs and laws’. 
Finally, it denies the individual from isonomia (equality before the law) and voting in the ekklesia 
(assembly).  
For the people of Attica, having to abandon their homeland to the Persian advance (Hdt.7.140), apolis 
appears to have had a profound impact on the Athenian consciousness throughout the fifth and fourth-
centuries.15 In his Histories, Herodotus first applies "apolis" to describe the plight of the exiled king of 
Sparta, Demaratus (Hdt.7.104.2).16 However, the implication of statelessness is felt when “apolis” is used 
to describe the citizen body of Athenians on the eve of the Battle Salamis in 480 (Hdt.8.59,61), when the 
Corinthian Adeimantos wished to deny Themistokles a vote on the Greek Council because he had no 
11 Snodgrass 1981, 25; 28-9; 34-5. 
12 When attaching α in the Greek language to the beginning of a word, it signifies and absence or to negate. 
13 Homer (Iliad and Odyssey); Hesiod. Works and Days. 238-47; Solon. Demosthenes, On the Embassy. 19.254.20-5; Alcaeus. P. Oxy.1789; 
Tyrtaeus. Lycurgus Against Leocrates. 107-8.  
14 Eur. Hec. 658, Eur. Hip. 1021 Eur. IT 220, Eur. Med. 250-60, Eur. Med. 645, Eur. Tro. 1186. 
The first time we encounter apolis in Greek literature is in Aeschylus’ tragedy, Suppliant Women (c.470 B.C.E.). Herald; “Ho there! leave the 
sanctuary: be off to the ship! I do not respect one without honour and city” Aesch. Supp. 849. 
15 Liddell and Scott 1st edition 1889 101. 
16 Demaratus to Xerxes; “…they have robbed me of my office and the privileges of my house, and made me a city-less (ἄπολίν) exile” 
Hdt.7.104.2. 
[13] 
city. Throughout the fifth century, the Athenian anxiety caused by the abandonment of their ancestral 
land and destruction of their city is highlighted by Euripides, who more than any other figure of the 
‘Classical Age’, probes into the burden of being without a city,“apolis”. Within the theatre, Euripides 
expresses to Athenians the costs of maintaining one’s statehood (Erechtheus), the process of becoming 
stateless (Trojan Women), life as a condemned alien (Medea), and living abroad on shores that are not 
the Mediterranean (Iphigenia among the Taurians). Four powerful reflections served to remind Athenians 
of their historical (Persian Wars) and contemporary events (Peloponnesian War). Even in their brief 
moment of triumph during the fifth-century when Athenian triremes dominated the Aegean and parts of 
the Mediterranean, Euripides warned his countrymen that the tides of fortune could at any moment 
change. Confronted with her plight, mythical Queen Hecuba of Troy had the following to say in Trojan 
Women: 
That man is a fool (μῶρος) who imagines he is firmly prosperous and is glad. For in its very nature,
fortune, like a crazed man, leaps now in one direction, now in another, and the same man is never 
fortunate forever (Eur. Tro. 1203-4). 
In the Erechtheus (423/22 B.C.E.) the mythical Queen of Athens, Praxithea, daughter of the river god of 
Athens, Kephisos, and wife of King Erechtheus who, at the moment Athenians faced an invasion, 
εἰσβολή, responded to the prophecy that for the city to be saved, a sacrifice of her youngest daughter 
was required. The Queen’s affirmative reply reflects the cruel reality of her region and demonstrates that 
heroism was not a virtue possessed by men alone (Eur. Erech. 5-35).17 The Erechtheus was a 
contemporary mirror to the events confronting Athenians and other cities living in this region during the 
Late Archaic and Classical periods. Praxithea’s response appears to be an abnormal reaction, but from an 
Athenian perspective, the Queen typified fifth-century Athenian attitudes.18  
17 Eur. Erech. 5 – 35. Euripides 2008  
“I could get no other city better than this….we are not immigrant people brought from elsewhere (ἐπακτὸς ἄλλοθεν) but born from this soil 
(αὐτόχθονες), while other cities are founded as it were through board-games moves, different ones imported from different 
places…Someone who settles in one city from another is like a bad peg fixed in a piece of wood: he’s a citizen in name but not in reality.” 
Eur. Erec. 5-35.  
18 For an explicit chronology of cities destroyed and people displaced, see Catalogue of the Enslaved and Chronology, Garland 2014, 271-82 
and Appendix 4:1 Herodotus’ Casualty List of Greek poleis and other nations prior to 480-479 B.C.E. 
Thucydides recounts the numerous occasions the Sparta led forces lead invasions into the Athenian countryside. 1st Peloponnesian War 446 
(1.114.2), 431 (2.18; 19.1; 22.3), 430 (2.47.2; 55.1; 57.1-2), 428 (3.1.1-3), 425 (4.6), Decelea fortified 413 (7.19.1). 
Specifically, the invasions were at the beginning of the war 431 (2.18.1), and the following year 430 (2.47.2). Despite suffering setbacks on the 
Peloponnese, the plagues which broke out within Athens in 430-428 (2.47), and 427/6 (3.87.1-3) galvanized the Spartans. However, the 
invasion stopped in 425, and resumed once again in 413 (7.18) after Nikias requests for reinforcements to Sicily. At this moment, the Athenian 
resources are stretched, and Alcibiades, who was an exile in Sparta, advises for a fort at Decelea, Attica (7.18). 
[14] 
2. Athens 480-479 B.C.E.: Polis abandoned, a people Apolis
For Athenians, giving up their city (Hdt.7.140) and experiencing the hardships of returning to a destroyed 
homeland (“Attica being completely devastated”) is captured in a sequence of upsetting prose by the 
fifth-century historian Herodotus (8.41.1-3, 8.50-4). Following the Pythia’s oracle at the sanctuary at 
Delphi to abandon their city to the multinational-led force of the Persian king, Xerxes, the Athenians
found themselves at the council of Greek allies stationed on the island of Salamis as a stateless body of 
people.19 Herodotus at this moment makes the Athenian position as a people who had abandoned their 
ancestral land clear through the words of the Corinthian Adeimentos to the Spartan general Eurybiades 
(Hdt.8.60A.1-60B.1). The Athenians, the αὐτόχθονες (earthborn) who had continuously inhabited the
land of Attica since deep pre-history had in 480 B.C.E., fallen to the status of “ἀτίμητον μετανάστην”, a 
disdained (or dishonoured) migrant (or refugee) (Hom.Il.9.648).20 Herodotus states that Adeimantos 
attacked the Athenian general, Themistokles, as a man with no fatherland (πατρὶς) no city (ἀπόλι), and 
therefore no right to propose a motion for a vote (8.59;61).21 Placed into a confronting situation, and
surrounded by his “dispirited” compatriots, Themistokles declared that with: 
…two hundred manned ships, the Athenians had both a city and a land greater than theirs 
(Corinth), and that none of the Hellenes could repel them if they attacked (Hdt. 8.61.2). 
However, in abandoning Attica, the reality for Themistokles was that the Athenians had become 
disconnected from their ancestral land, including the Agora and the Akropolis. The morale, at least a 
amongst portion of its citizens, would have been near toxic.22 Plutarch writes that most Athenians
became distressed at the thought of having to give up their city, saying that the Athenians:  
…neither wanted victory nor understood what safety could mean if they abandoned to the enemy the 
shrines of their gods and the graves of their fathers (Them. 9.4,10.5).23  
19 From this position (2km off the coast of the Piraeus) the Greeks, largely made up of cities from the Peloponnesus, gathered to determine 
their next move against the Persian advance. A coalition of Greek states led by Sparta and Athens had initially engaged with the invading 
Empire on land and sea in central mainland Greece (Thermopylae and Artemisium) with mixed results. At Salamis, Greek strategoi (generals) 
were now debating whether to confront the Persian King’s forces either with their navy off the coast of Attica or defend themselves behind 
a wall at the Isthmus of Corinth (Northern Peloponnesus). Themistokles, the Athenian strategos emphasised the importance for the fleet to 
remain and engage the Persians on the sea. 
Hdt. 7.223-33; 8.8-11. D.S. 11.3.3.  
20 Thucydides (1.2.5-6) explains in his Archaeology how the people of Attica had “never changed its inhabitants”.  
In Homer’s Iliad (9.648), the great hero Achilles expresses that Agamemnon treated him “…as though I were some refugee who had no 
rights”. Homer is arguably implying that an “ἀτίμητον μετανάστην” is a man who is stateless. Achilles quote, cited by Garland 2014, 17.  
21 “…ordering him to remain silent since he had no fatherland (πατρὶς), and forbade the Spartan general Eurybiades ‘not to allow any man 
(referring to Themistokles) who had no city (ἀπόλι) to propose a motion for a vote’” (Hdt. 8.59;61). 
22 Garland (2014, 100) estimates 150,000 people were evacuated from Attica due to the Persian advance. 
23 Diodorus (11.17.1) adds that the atmosphere among the Athenians was bleak and states that the general was “unable to overcome the mood of 
his forces”. 
For a description of the various emotional scenarios the Athenians were to confront, see Garland. 102-5. 
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Themistokles knew that the Athenian custom of burial within the landscape was imperative and 
connected with an individual’s status as a citizen which, following the Kleisthenic reforms (508/7), 
extended to integrate all Athenians with the land of Attica in life and death (burial).24 Herodotus explains 
that the “most fortunate” (ὀλβιώτατος) man which Solon (the early sixth-century Athenian lawmaker) 
knew was a fellow citizen, Tellus, who had fallen in battle protecting his homeland to prevent his family 
and countrymen from becoming stateless. Athenians honoured Tellus by burying him in his ancestral 
land (1.30.2-5).25 When the same hero of Salamis, Themistokles, later died in exile, his family secretly 
returned his remains and buried them in the soil of his ancestors (Thuc.1.138.). Athenians were aware of 
burdens that came with being a refugee and hardships involved in apoikia (a settlement far from home) 
through their interaction with displaced people at various points in history, including the refugees from 
the Ionian Wars (499-493 B.C.E.).26 Traditionally, Thucydides states that Attica was the retreat by which 
victims of war or factions from throughout Greece took refuge (1.2.6). At the eve of the Battle of Salamis, 
however, Themistokles needed to rouse his fellow countrymen and influence the Greeks’ decision to 
remain outside the shores of Attica and engage the Persian fleet or else the Athenian connection with 
their physical polis would have been lost.  
This study, therefore, seeks to address the question: how did Athenians manage to recover and survive 
from becoming permanently apolis in 480/79?  
24 The archaeological evidence of in Attica suggest that it was not until the reforms of Kleisthenes in 508/7 B.C.E., evidence of citizen 
cemeteries appear in the Attic landscape, for until up to that point "class division had symbolic manifestation through the denial to the lower 
class for formal burial". The reforms not only made the Athenians equal in life, but made them equal and most significant connected to the 
people in death “Athenians became integrated with the landscape”. Morris 1987, 208-210; Bintliff 2006, 327-8. 
25 From Solon time in the early sixth century, it was forbidden for exiles or traitors to receive burial in Attica. The relevance of this tale by 
Herodotus is the historical evidence of Athenians telling stories about their citizens dying to protect their ancestral homeland. Tellus was the 
most fortunate "…because his country was flourishing in his days, and he himself had sons both beautiful and good, and he lived to see 
children born to each of them, and these children all grew up; and further because, after a life spent in what our people look upon as 
comfort, his end was surpassingly glorious. In a battle between the Athenians and their neighbours near Eleusis, he came to the assistance 
of his countrymen, routed the foe, and died upon the field most gallantly. The Athenians gave him a public funeral on the spot where he fell, 
and paid him the highest honours" Hdt. 1.30.2-5 
Demosthenes in the fourth-century begged and beseeched the jury to restore him the right to bury his mother in her ancestral tomb. 
Demosthenes argued not to deny him his rights and make him a man without a country “μηδ᾽ ἄπολιν ποιήσητε”; to not cut him off from his 
relatives, and bring him to utter ruin” Dem. Against Eubulides. 57 70.  
26 Herodotus, Histories, Books 1; 5; 6. 
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3. Methodology
Traditionally, the method of approach to fifth-century Athens is widely founded on a narrative placed on 
political, military, and social economic comparisons against European Modernity, while the idea of 
becoming apolis and relations of destruction, and cultural repair with the events of 480-479 B.C.E. are 
overlooked almost entirely.27 An investigation of the Kleisthenic reforms outside a political or 
organisational framework is also limited. The epistemological approach of Athens centres on an overnight 
sensation which thrusts the Athenians from destruction and despair, to a tyrannical Empire, that 
‘snatches the hegemony’ (Hdt. 8.3.2).28 Influential methodologies have in the past included post-
industrial revolution economic theories and philosophies that have placed minimal emphasis on the 
predicament that confronted Athenians in light of their abandoning and regaining their polis during the 
Late Archaic period, and their endless cycles of wars experienced throughout the Classical period. Ian 
Morris (1994) labelled this phenomenon as a late 18th and 19thcentury intellectual process of European 
“Hellenism”, which Europe sought to discover its own identity, while Vlassopoulos phrased these 
constructs as ‘Eurocentric grand narratives’ (see Chapter 4: History of Scholarship).29 
Rather, this research bases itself on investigating the Athenians’ survival from becoming stateless. And to 
achieve the project’s objective, various methodological approaches were required to comprehend the 
magnitude of destruction and examine the manner of Athenian recovery from the 480-479 catastrophe. 
The order of analysing the material has intentionally avoided a chronological presentation of historical 
events. The approach aims to present a coherent and logical argument that would allow the reader to 
contemplate the means of recovery and survival with greater clarity and a new mode of thought. For 
example, the Kleisthenic reforms occurred two decades before the Persian’s second invasion of Attica.30 
However, by analysing the magnitude of the disaster first, and the context of regional events, we can 
27 Liddel (2009, 29) argues that the British viewed Athens as a natural predecessor for their own naval powers, the Germans saw unity 
(Volksgeist) against the French that gave birth of Romance, while for the French, it was the blueprint for their colonisation strategies into 
“dividing Africa and Asia”.  
Morris (20015, 1-15) adds that while advancements have been made in “classifying the primary sources”, ancient history remains “radically 
under-authorised and methodologically impoverished”.  
One of the more recent additions to the long list of Athenian narratives is Tritle 2010, 2. 
Vlassopoulos (2007, 3; 62-3) examines that Finley’s contribution and counter-revolution to the study of ancient Greece. 
Kallet (2013, 51) has made a legitimate analysis of the economic growth of the Athenian Arche, however this research aims to reason the 
human cost, and above all response which becomes lost in the narrative of Athenian success. For example, the capture of Skyros was 
culturally significant for Athens as the islands position in controlling “maritime revenue”. Kallet 2013 
28 In order to make his claim for an Athenian imperial rise, Hornblower (2011, 8-41) places Herodotus’ passage completely out of context by 
ignoring eight books of suffering which the historian carefully articulates throughout his enquiries. See appendices 4.1-3. 
29 When looking upon the predicament of Classical Greece, Morris (1994, 9) went on to add that any refiguring of the intellectual landscape 
involves crucially asking what, and for whom is an archaeology (and ancient history) of Greece is for. 
David Hume’s 1752 Political Discourses was one of the first attempts to make systematic comparisons between antiquity and modernity. Cited 
in Vlassopoulos 2007, 10; 24. 
30 The first land assault of Attica occurred in 490 B.C.E. Hdt. 6.103. 
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consider the effects this event had on the Athenian population before evaluating how the Kleisthenic 
system played its part to protect the population throughout the Late Archaic and Classical periods.  
Herodotus (9.13.2) recounts city walls, temples, houses, and civic structures were destroyed and turned 
to rubble, while Thucydides (1.89.3) states that the Athenians returned to salvage their homes from the 
deposits. Thus, following the invasion, the Athenians were defenceless, homeless, and bereft of their 
sacred spaces. The approach adopted in this study allows for new questions to be proposed to existing 
archaeological evidence, and permits for a re-examination of literary sources, notably Herodotus, for 
other cases of invasions occurring in the region during the Late Archaic period (see Appendices 4:1-3). 
This manner of approaching the destruction of Athens aims to establish another proposal for our 
disciplines to consider: how did the Athenians come to survive the Persian catastrophe, and avoid 
becoming stateless?  
3.1. Part 2: Destruction (Chapters 5 and 6) 
Part 2 will explore the magnitude of destruction carried out upon the Athenian Agora and the Akropolis, 
two key locations of Athenian civic life, history, culture, and identity by revisiting the historical sources 
and re-investigating the archaeological evidence. Herodotus and Thucydides recount the scale of the 480-
479 disaster, yet it is through analysing the material discovered in the 21 water-wells and debris pits 
around the Athenian Agora, and the manner of violence unleashed upon votive Akropolis sculptures, we 
gain a sense of intent by the invaders.31 
3.1.a. Evidence from the Athenian Agora (Chapter 5) 
The analysis of material discovered in the Archaic period deposits of the Agora comes from reports 
produced by the American School of Classical Studies, and an important article by T.L. Shear Jr. 
(Excavation Director of the Athenian Agora, 1968-1994) published in Hesperia (1993).32 While it is 
31 It was Thompson (1981, 343) who said “the archaeological evidence sometimes fills gaps in the written record”. 
32 Shear 1993 383-482. 
Somewhat surprisingly, the purpose of the article was a response to the dating of pottery, but its archaeological detail of the Persian 
destruction is significant for this study, and it deserves greater recognition and my complete indebtedness. 
 The Greek State entrusted to the American School of Classical Studies for the excavation Athenian Agora (est.1881) commenced in 1931 
under the supervision of T. Leslie Shear. At the time, the area set aside for excavation covered approximately 24 acres and occupied by 365 
modern houses. These all had to be purchased from the residents and demolished. http://www.agathe.gr/overview/the_excavations.html  
To date the inventory which is housed in the Stoa of Attalos contains 35,000 pieces of pottery, 7,600 inscriptions, 3,500 pieces of sculpture, 
5,000 architectural fragments, 6,000 lamps, 15,000 stamped amphora handles, and over 70,000 coins. 
http://www.agathe.gr/overview/the_museum.html 
Excavation of the site unveil 5,000 years of Athenian history, including material from the Late Neolithic to European Modernity. Camp and 
Mauzy 2010, 5. 
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universally accepted that materials discovered in these deposits come from the Persian destruction of the 
Agora, scholars have believed that the Athenians filled these deposits in a massive cleanup operation 
following their resettlement.33 Shear’s article examines the material discovered within these deposits and 
their condition and challenges the theory of a local clean-up. On Shear’s evidence, this section will argue 
that a ‘clean-up’ was neither consistent nor logical with the Athenian response to rebuilding Athens. 
Part 2 will investigate whether material discovered in water-wells was instead dumped by the invaders 
themselves in a methodical attempt to prohibit a return by residents to rebuild their houses, civic 
structures and defensive walls. Finally, this chapter will offer an overall assessment of damage inflicted by 
the invaders upon buildings and defensive walls, and connect literary evidence of Thucydides who 
describes the Athenians’ desperate attempts to resettle with great effort applied in rebuilding their wall.  
3.1.b. Akropolis Korai (Chapter 6) 
Scholarship has customarily studied the korai from a position of a rise and sudden absence from Athenian 
culture. These observations have often been examined in the following: the development of Attic 
sculpture as an artistic mode of anthropological expression, or through a lens of social-political discourses 
that confronted Athens during the late sixth and early-middle fifth-centuries that interrupted the 
monuments’ presence from the landscape (Fig.1-4).34 Both positions of the argument, however, do not 
quantify the korai’s abrupt, complete, and permanent absence from Athenian culture on the Akropolis 
and throughout Attica. A kore is an agalma (ἄγαλμα), which has its origins from the verb agallomai “to be 
proud of something, rejoice, and be happy”, and the assemblage of marble Akropolis korai were votive 
offerings to the patron goddess Athena.35 Culturally, a kore agalma should not be confused with a statue 
(andrias/ἀνδριάς), nor be mistaken for a fourth-century honorific portrait.36 Defining and understanding 
the cultural significance of this monument is important in the approach taken in re-examining the Korai’s 
symbolic presence in Athenian culture and their sudden absence following the Persian-led invasions.  
33 Thompson 1981, 344; 349. 
34 Richter 1968; Vickers 1985, 27-8; Keesling 2003, 49-50.  
35 Ch. Karusos, “Perikalles Agalma”, Festsschrift Ch. Tsountas (1941), cited by Karakasi 2003, 133-4.  
36 On honorific statues or portraits, see Stoop 2013, 20; 23-4. 
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An assemblage of korai found by archaeologists on the sacred site during 
a 19thcentury excavation of the Akropolis discovered the agalmata 
embedded in the fill that supported the sanctuary’s north wall 
construction.37 However, while part of the strategy of the north wall was 
to display the damaged material from the ruined Akropolis temples, 
Manolis Korres, Architect of the Akropolis Restoration, states that the 
burial of severely damaged korai was one of the first actions of the 
returning Athenians. Korres states that the condition of these “headless 
and dismembered” cultural symbols “created a much more distressing 
and nightmarish scene than their condemned or damaged architectural 
members”.38 While recent reconsiderations have observed patterns of 
intentional damage that antedate their final disposition, a full 
examination of all 74 Akropolis korai, including the complete agalma, 
head and torso is not accessible. 39 This manner of investigation is 
important in understanding the means of the destruction, and the 
Athenian cultural response, which appears to be a complete burial, physically and culturally. This section 
of the research comprised scanning the photography of each Akropolis kore presented in Katerina 
Karakasi’s monograph, Archaic Korai (2003) and examining the nature and patterns of man-made damage 
inflicted upon each agalma (Appendix.3).  
3.2. Part 3: Cultural Repair (Chapters 7 and 8) 
These chapters propose to study the visual art of Athenian painters, to gain insights into the manner that 
the Athenians responded and repaired psychological traumas of the culture and physicality of their polis 
through iconography within domestic and public spaces. Based on constraints of the project, a specific 
body of red-figure ceramic iconography and public buildings constructed following the invasions have 
been selected. The primary approach to examining the material evidence for Chapters 7 and 8 is to 
consider how human migration, wars, and invasions affect, and consequently lead to the adjustment and 
reshaping of cultures. Intense and dramatic circumstances re-determine behavioural patterns of thought 
and expressions. The distressing realities examined in Chapters 5 and 6 that confronted the Athenians 
37 Korres 2002, 177.  
38 Korres 2002, 184. 
39 The motivation for this study is Kousser’s 2009 article, Destruction and Memory on the Athenian Acropolis, which discusses a previous study 
conducted by Lindenlauf (1997, 46-115) which focused on only nine of the 74 korai. Kousser 2009, 263-82.  
FIGURE 4: AKROPOLIS KORE, 696.  
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.500 B.C.E.  
Source: Karakasi, Korai (2003). Plate 180 
The majority of the korai were 
decapitated by the invading forces in 
480B.C.E. 
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were beyond comprehension and caused a general anxiety amongst the population in becoming 
stateless. As a result, the public and cultural desecration of the Athenians’ landscape by the Persian-led 
invasions was a significant determinate that influenced the shaping of Athenian memory, identity, 
consciousness and culture. Thucydides (2.52,59; 3.82.2-4) for example, made the observation of change 
which overcame people when the event of war, invasion and plague befalls upon a community.40  
3.3. Part 4: Survival and Recovery (Chapters 9 and 10) 
Chapter 9 will address instability that confronted people living on and around the Aegean Sea from rival 
Greek states and an encroaching Persian Empire.41 Chapter 10 will re-investigate the Kleisthenic reforms 
(508/7) by focusing on the topographical location and geographical significance of each of Attica’s demes
and trittyes as identified by John Traill (1986). Although past scholarship has viewed the system from a 
political perspective, this study examines the reforms as a development of the archaic polis aimed to 
protect  Athenians from invasion through an organisation of regional integration and self-sufficiency.  
Part 4 re-investigates Attica’s regional interconnectedness, which comprised of micro-poleis that appear 
to be highly diverse, interconnected, mobile from invaders, and self-sufficient. Xenophon (Ways and 
Means 1.2-4) states that as a country able by nature to produce (πέφυκεν) an abundant (πλείστας) of 
resources, Attica was for Hellenes and Barbarians “the object of desire (προσδέονται)”.42 Comprehending 
Attica’s landscape and the relationship of each deme to one and other is significant to understand the 
purpose and functionality of Athenian democracy beyond an ideological model. This approach aims to 
determine whether Kleisthenes’ demokratia can be considered as a defensive system which assimilated 
Attica’s key strengths; its topography and resources, and critically, its people. To conceptualise this means 
of self-sufficiency and defence, the topographical Barrington Atlas of Ancient Greece and Rome, Traill’s 
monumental work, and the analysis of recent publications and articles were essential sources.43  
This study does not aim to contradict previous research but to complement the work of these individuals 
to formulate a greater understanding by examining the processes by which the Athenians survived after 
the trauma of 480/479, to recover, become prosperous, and endure future invasions.
40 “In peace and prosperity states and individuals have better sentiments, because they do not find themselves suddenly confronted with 
imperious necessities; but war takes away the easy supply of daily wants and so proves a rough master that brings most men’s characters to 
a level with their fortunes...words had to change their ordinary meaning and to take that which is now given to them” Thuc.3.82.2-4. 
41 It is important to remember that at the time of the Kleisthenic reforms, the Ionian, Eastern Mediterranean, and Aegean island poleis had 
fallen to the Lydian and Persian Empires. For a list of cities that had fallen under the Lydian and Persian empires, see Appendices 4: 1-3. 
42 Xen. Ways. 1.2; 1.4.  
43 Bagnall and Talbert 2000; Traill 1986; Horden and Purcell 2000; Whitehead 1986; Lewis 2004; Osborne 1985, 1987; Morris and Manning 
2005; Sallares 1991. 
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4. History of Scholarship
The Athenians are the self-image of the West that for over two centuries have inspired, and according to 
Alcock and Morris, been recreated to fit into a contemporary narrative.44 Throughout European 
Modernity we can trace the repackaging of ancient Athens to fit the needs of each respective 
contemporary period.45 The Greeks, Ian Morris declared, “aren’t like the others because for generations 
academics have chosen not to have them so” but recreated as a Volk, a people with their own distinct 
identity to suit the aspirations of ourselves.46 For example, Ernest Lavisse, a prominent French historian 
from the late 19thcentury noted that the origins of myth were pivotal in founding a nation’s history and 
that past had to “begin with the Greeks”, and notably the Athenians of the fifth century, “the pure-blood 
Greeks”.47 However, as noted above, a discussion of Athens’ destruction, repair and recovery have been 
absent. Liddel phrased traditional approaches as models centred on determining Athenian power either 
as “constructive or corrective” examples for the West’s ambitions. Robert Parker noted that the legacy of 
the earliest British historians is that the Athenian story was an institutional failure and a warning for 
contemporary administrations, yet this research aims to determine whether demokratia allowed for the 
population to survive and recover from invasion.48 Finley’s methodological approach which adopted Max 
Weber’s (1864–1920) ‘economic rationality’ and Karl Polanyi (1886–1964), have the Greeks, and 
Athenians alike, as deficient and ‘lacking statistics’.49 However, it appears that the Athenian recovery 
44 “For at least the last two hundred years Europe, old and new, has once again been inhabited by the dreams of nations whose history, it 
appears, is unique” Alcock 2002, 34-5; Morris 1994, 3. 
45 Fifth century Athens has either been praised for its cultural advancement or intensively criticised for its administrative and agricultural 
deficiencies, and military failures. 
A monumental example is the Athenian’s own Parthenon, a symbolic representation of Western values that has been ideologically re-
constructed from the Enlightenment, and in the process either obstructed or eliminated troublesome memories that contradict the values 
of European Modernity. Connelly 2014, ix-xxiii; Detienne 2009. 
The methodological study of ancient Greece and Athens is a ‘box’ filled with European contemporary approaches and interpretations that 
are primarily based on the periodical (zeitgeist), or as Foucault identified, epistemological cycles. Foucault 1972, cited in Morris 1994,10. 
46 Morris 1994, 3. 
Regarding the concept of Volk, see Vlassopoulos 2007, 41. 
47 Ernest Lavisse, Instructions de 1890, cited by Franscois Furet, L'Atelier de l'histoire, Paris, 1982, 119-20. Cited by Detienne 2007, 7. 
Detienne states that is has been the Greeks of Thucydides who were “worthy” to engage in a discussion “with ‘real’ democracies that have 
colonized both sides of the Atlantic”, and moving on from colonization, their mission has since been to “convert all peoples to the true religion 
of democracy” Detienne Detienne 2009. 
48 Liddel 2009, 29; Parker 2009, 2.  
German intellectuals opposing a self-proclaiming France being the ‘the Rome’ constructed ideological alternatives, and Greece, was at the 
forefront of resistance. Morris 1994, 17. 
Novick 1988, citied by Morris 1994, 40. 
Amongst classical archaeologists at least, the problem to the methodological approach to ancient Greece correlates in their respective 
research, as each scholar cites that the historiography of ancient Greece is founded in the political struggles, and colonial apprehensions that 
engulfed, and continue to shadow Western Europe from the beginning of 18th century, post the Second World War, and now into a 
‘postmodernist’ 21st century. Morris (1994, 40-3) identified that ‘postmodernism’ is term difficult to pin down but can be expressed as epoch 
where “conventional norms are no longer viable”, but neither is there a logic of “what is in the making”.  
"European powers helped construct narratives which they could trace their own political systems" Connelly 2014, xi; Vlassopoulos 2007, 52-5.  
49 Finley 1999, 36.  
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following resettlement and its ability to carry on fighting a war with Persia before the Athenian Arche is 
based on its economic ability to recover.50 The ‘Finley Method’ ignores microeconomic principles of 
supply and demand, business and land value profits, mixed property holdings, leasing of property and 
assessing the rents from houses and farmlands, money lending, topographical and geographical variances 
which affect agricultural production and determine harvesting cycles and therefore labour supply, and 
other basic means of economic management.51  
When examining economic sustainability of Attica, we need to consider Davies, who considered 
fluctuating patterns of wealth, which occurred between the fifth and fourth centuries. Davies’ work 
included the presence of Athenians involved in silver mining as either lessees or entrepreneurs and 
identified the importance of rents from houses and farmland as a means of income. Contrary to Finley 
and those who wish to follow this method, the knowledge of microeconomic management and 
sustainability also determined the fortunes of Athenians in maintaining the defence and recovery of 
Attica from an economic perspective.52 Furthermore, the ‘Eurocentric’ and comparative approach that 
scholars such as Vlassopoulos have criticised, overlooks the fundamentals of the Attic landscape 
functioning on its topographical advantages of interconnecting villages working in a  
Bresson (2016, 8-13) states that for Polanyi, the economy was “embedded in the social, the political, or the religious… thus prices are purely 
conventional and do not correspond to the interplay of a supply and a demand”. 
50 In the Histories, Herodotus (5.63.2; 5.72) recounts the occasions including the role Sparta had in overthrowing Hippias (c. 511 B.C.E.), and 
later Kleisthenes (c. 507 B.C.E.). 
The results from such an approach has led to historians to question the ‘value and sense’ of projects, and ‘side issues’ carried by ancient 
historians since the 1950s. Vlassopoulos 2007, 61-3. 
51 Davies calculated how the Athenian leitourgia (liturgy) was based on the economic wealth of citizens able to produce 3-4 talents following 
the exclusion of their living costs. The author calculated the variation of actual triremes (between 180 – 140) within the Athenian navy during 
the fifth-century comprised of 400 economically affluent citizens whose accumulation of wealth was weighed on the basic principles of 
micro-economic management. During the fourth century, the numbers (of elites) fell to 300. Davies’ monograph discovered (1981, 15-27) a 
further 1200 property owners with wealth more than one talent. 
52 See Davies, Chapter 4; ‘The Sources of Wealth’, 1981, 38-72. 
And yet the Finley method in assessing the Greek economy as a totality has been a critical narrative of ancient Greece, and the people of 
Attica. “The strong drive to acquire wealth was not translated into a drive to create capital; stated differently, the prevailing mentality was 
acquisitive but not productive”. Finley 1999 144. Also cited by Bresson 2016, 10. 
For ‘Finley Method’, see Scheidel and von Reden 2012, 33-4.  
Vlassopoulos (2007, 53) states that it was Finley (1999, 123) who introduced the categorical distinction between the Mycenaean 
redistributive societies, the Dark Ages and the age of the polis.  
The Ancient Economy (originally published in 1973) laid the groundwork for others such as Foxhall to continue to follow and critique the 
economic aspect from modern European social patterns. 
Foxhall (2007, 39) follows the Finley doctrine that the rich diversity of Athenian wealth was a deliberate strategy to maximise potential 
opportunities for wealth, and a means of (again a modern interpretation) for building friendships and alliances, while the exploitation of 
land outside Attica was “a by-product of Athenian imperialism”.  
Foxhall’s interpretation (2007, 39-50) of the possessions of the wealthy Athenians convicted for the Hermes mutilations which took place at 
the eve of the Sicilian expedition (415 B.C.E.) is based on Weber’s theory, and Finley’s methodological approach, which includes making a 
comparative analysis that the ‘homo politicus’ Athenians put the economy in the service of politics. Mutilation of Herms incident: Thuc. 6.27. 
Attic Stelae: IG I3 422, 424, 426-7, and 430.  
On Homo Politicus, see Bresson 2016, 24; Scheidel and von Reden 2012, 10-8. 
Millet (1991, 165) continues the trend by phrasing that the Athenians “lacked the mentality appropriate to modern conceptions of 'rational 
economic man'”, also cited by Foxhall 2007, 43, and Bresson 2016, 14. 
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self-sufficient capacity, with an administration that united the entire landscape for defence.53 Examining 
Athens from a ‘modern’ political platform and in absence of realistic approaches of regional and 
Mediterranean socio-economic considerations have tended to result in modern political discourses 
interfering with ancient Greek cultural patterns and behaviour. Vickers, for example, suggested that due 
to political tensions in Athens during the 460s, the Athenians themselves conducted a "quasi-ritual killing” 
of the korai.54 However, with the absence of literary evidence from any ancient source, including anti-
democrats, there is no report which highlights religious sacrilege through a manner of mutilation and 
execution of any religious monument that would cause the abrupt and brutal end of this religious symbol 
across Attica. It is a political assumption based on modern European social and political divisions.  
In 1986, John Traill, building on the work of many, made the extraordinary political map of Attica in which 
he identified the Kleisthenic demes and trittyes (Fig.5:Map). For over three decades, Trail’s map has 
assisted in shaping our understanding of Attica from the political perspective.55 However, the ideological 
approach overlooks topography, and instead, analysis has at times led to conclusions such as those made 
by Stanton who believed that Kleisthenes simply “manipulated” the demes into trittyes for the personal 
benefit of his own family.56 Lewis dismisses all demes outside the central plain of Athens, yet does not 
note the strategic importance of how central Athenian demes link to critical frontiers which protected 
Athens on land and coast.57 These analyses have arguably had an overarching impact on the manner that 
we assess democracy as a fundamental political system dominating all aspects of Athenian public life 
53 Greek villages working within their own means through a system of exchanging their labour pending on the agricultural crop at various 
seasons was a common part of Mediterranean village life up to the later quarter of the 20th century. See two articles by Gavrielides (1976).  
54
 Vickers 1985, 27-8; Keesling 2003, 49-50. 
There is no evidence that during this period that acts of visual violence by desecration was carried out on agalmata. Such acts would have 
been considered as sacrilege to the patron goddess Athena to whom the votive was offered. 
55 Traill 1986. 
56 Stanton 1994, 222. 
57 Lewis 2004, 288. 
[24] 
without considering regional circumstances caused by invasions, enslavement and loss of state. 
Therefore, the connection between external regional predicaments and the formulation of a system that 
was primarily interested in defending Attica, its people, and assets has not been thoroughly considered. 
Evidence suggests that strategic topography had become part of Athenian policy from the early sixth 
century, and was important in Solon’s very rise to power when he emphasised that the Athenians needed 
to reclaim Salamis from Megara.58 The continuum of this 
approach is rooted in the Kleisthenic model adopted in 
508/7. 
From these historical and archaeological perspectives, 
Broodbank states the approach that was laid out by early 
19thcentury European continues to work “to the detriment 
of attempts of more level-headed analysis”.59 Perhaps the 
most difficult part of this research has been to break from 
an overarching approach which constrains our disciplines 
from asking new questions based on literary and 
archaeological evidence of fifth-century Athens. Foucault 
called this obstacle “horizontal linkages”, a form of 
interpretative analysis made by historians derived from 
following a narrative of ideas that formulated on a 
structure of thought by one’s predecessors.60 Hayden 
White recognised a ‘prefiguring’ of the object of study 
which consists assessing the position of a historian and 
classical archaeologist whose object of analysis, and the conceptual strategies used to determine their 
research have in the past been often “predetermined by the poetic act which precedes the formal 
analysis of the field”.61 White called this form of historical thought as a 19thcentury form of European 
“imagination”, and prompted Morris to announce the need to “humanise the intellectual landscape of 
58 “Behold in me a herald come from lovely Salamis, with a song in ordered verse instead of a harangue” Plut. Sol. 8. 
59 Broodbank 2013, 26. 
60 Foucault 1972, cited in Morris 1994, 10. 
A more recent example has been the description of the diaspora of Greek poleis scattered across the Mediterranean as a scientific 
laboratory of “combustible” socio-political experiments. Miles 2010, 109-10. 
61 White identifies the processing of the material into a plot that is "a verbal structure in the form of a narrative prose discourse that purports 
to be a model, or icon, of past structures and processes in the interest of explaining what they were by representing them". White 1973, 3. 
FIGURE 5: POLITICAL MAP OF ATTICA.  
Source. John Traill, 1986, Demos and Trittyes. 
Despite its significance, the political map of Attica continues to be 
analysed without Attica’s key topographical features, which are 
critical in comprehending Athenian society and defensive responses 
to invasions. 
[25] 
Greek archaeology”.62 As a result of these theories, the Greeks and the Athenians have arguably 
remained static and disconnected from the events that affected their region during the Late Archaic 
period. Importantly, Athenian economic considerations through agriculture, resources and the role and 
the interconnectedness of the demes merit greater emphasis than a rise in imperial domination.63 This 
manner of approaching the destruction of Athens has not been able to explain the fundamental question: 
how the Athenians survived the Persian catastrophe and avoid becoming stateless (apolis)? 
62 Morris 1994, 69; Boardman 2001, 168. 
63 Meiggs 1972; Hornblower 2011; Kallet 2013. 
Diagram: Research Methodological Approach to the Athenian Survival from becoming Apolis. 
Nestor Nicola, 2017. 
[26] 
Part 2: 
The Destruction of Athens 
An act to destroy the civic order and culture of Athens 
and permanently displace its population. 
Pythia: “To the ends (ἔσχατα) of the land you should flee (φεῦγ),  
leave (λιπὼν) your homes (δώματα), and city (πόλιος), leave the heights 
of your circular fortresses…all is ruined…he (Xerxes) will destroy many  
cities with towers, and not yours alone will he shatter ” 
Herodotus 7.140. 
[27] 
Preface 
Discoveries of archaeological material coinciding with historical reports of Herodotus (9.13) and 
Thucydides (1.89) reveal the extent and magnitude of destruction caused to the polis by the two 
invasions of Athens in 480 and 479 B.C.E.64 Following the Greeks’ victory at Salamis (480), which led to a 
Persian withdrawal to Boeotia and Xerxes to Susa, the Athenians returned to their homes, albeit 
temporarily, before having to abandon the country again ten months later (Hdt.9.3).65 On this occasion, 
the Persian commander Mardonios, who took over the reins from the Persian King, lead his multinational 
contingent, including Greeks (Appendix.4.2), into a deserted Athens “without any of its men” (Hdt.9.3.2).66 
The Athenian rejection to have their temples rebuilt in return for an Athenian pack with Persia 
(Hdt.8.140A) galvanised a suspicious Sparta to mobilise from the Peloponnesus, resulting in Mardonios 
withdrawing from Attica. However, not before destroying Athens in a way that this investigation will 
argue aimed to prevent the Athenians from ever resettling (Hdt.9.13.2).67 
The destruction included the city’s defensive wall, homes, public buildings, temples, and statues of gods 
and votive agalmata.68 Thucydides recounts the return of Athenians desperately looking through deposits 
to find their city and more importantly, to rebuild its defensive walls (1.89.3).69 Thompson reports the 
demolition of houses and modest shops that bordered the north, south and east side of the Agora.70 The 
monuments on the Akropolis lay in ruins for over three decades following their destruction in 480-479, 
and there is evidence of a chronological break in Athenian customs such as stylised votive offerings and 
visual monuments. The Persian invasions subsequently altered cultural customs and mentality of this 
polis physically and psychologically in a manner that influenced the development of decorative ceramics, 
monumental architecture, culture, and the Athenians’ “habits of life” (Thuc.2.16.2).71 The archaeological 
64 Unfortunately, due to the limits of this investigation I have refrained from expanding my research to include other parts of Attica, 
including Eleusis and Sounion.  
65 Cited by Shear, 1993. 415. 
66 Thucydides (1.18.2) writes how the Greek coalition, which originally stood repulsing the “barbarian”, split into two sections, “those that 
revolted from the king, as well as those that aided him in the war”.  
67 Following their defeat at Salamis, the Persian forces were primarily restricted to the land, a traditional Persian strength, but limited in the 
mountainous and coastal landscape of Greece. Therefore, any attempt to gain an Athenian surrender offered two advantages to the Persian 
Commander. First, access to the Athenian navy and second, an open passage for his army to march unopposed through Attica and onto 
Peloponnesos. Nestor N. 2017. 
68 Thompson 1981, 344. 
69 Valavanēs (2007, 74-5) states that the program undertook by Themistokles (1.90) took place between the autumn of 479 B.C.E. and the 
spring of 478 B.C.E., meaning that the Athenians were homeless during the winter months.  
70 Thompson 1981, 344. 
71 The next of the major assaults within overlapping generations that coincided with the Persian Wars (480-c. 449 B.C.E.) were the two 
Peloponnesian Wars (460-450 B.C.E. and 431-404 B.C.E.) and the series of plagues that struck the population (431-426 B.C.E.).  
Thucydides describes the effects this had on his fellow Athenians: “especially as they had only just restored their establishments after the 
Persian invasion” 2.16.1, “Deep was their trouble and discontent at abandoning their houses and hereditary temples of the ancient state, and 
at having to change their habits of life and to bid farewell to what each regarded as his native city” 2.16.2.  
[28] 
evidence within the Agora discovered by the American School of Classical Studies and material presented 
in the 1993 report by the Athenian Agora Excavation Director, T.L. Shear, strongly suggests that two goals 
drove the shape of destruction: To disrupt Athenian social culture and to permanently remove the 
inhabitants from their homeland.72  
72 Shear 1993. 
[29] 
5. Evidence from the Athenian Agora
It is agreed historically and archaeologically that the Athenians returned between 479/8 to a ruined city. 
All three successive Directors of the Agora Excavations have stated that destruction on the Akropolis is 
compelling, while the Agora attests to “almost complete destruction of the city”.73 It has been long 
accepted that excavation of the Archaic period Agora deposits, including water-wells, which yielded some 
of the richest material from the period, including black-figure ceramics, and essential building material, 
were part of the subsequent Athenian “clean-up” by residents anxious to tidy up the Perserchutt.74 The 
latter material is of particular importance when considering that the city and its defences required 
reconstruction. As a result, the universal conclusion of a “clean-up” does not coincide with the pattern of 
Athenians’ behaviour in rebuilding their city’s infrastructure and sanctuaries. Furthermore, the manner of 
dumping debris appears to be a deliberate attempt to spoil water-wells to make central Athens 
uninhabitable. The Persian command was not interested in destroying the agricultural landscape of 
Attica, but the reduction of water sources aimed to eliminate any return, cause permanent displacement, 
and gain for the Persian Empire access to a land with a range of resources.75 
This chapter will form a case based on the evidence that the Persian-led destruction of central Athens 
appears to have been an intentional attempt to displace the Athenians from returning to their homeland 
permanently. Archaeological evidence shows the Athenians consistently salvaging material to re-build 
their city’s wall, infrastructure and temples. The Akropolis north-wall was utilised as an archaeological 
memorial to their city’s destruction, and the desecrated Akropolis korai partly acted as its foundations 
(see Chapter 6).76 To establish a ground for this claim, I will refer to Shear’s 1993 article that identifies the 
manner of dumping architecture such as triglyphs, mud-bricks, fieldstones and other building material 
which could have been used to reconstruct the defensive-wall. According to Thucydides (1.89.3;1.90.3), 
the defensive-wall was of the highest priority. Excess material could have been employed to re-build 
homes, public buildings, or utilised as rubble to hold foundational walls. The discovery of material 
blocking water-wells in an area limited to water deserves greater attention. 
73 Camp 2007, 651; 2001, 57. 
74 Thompson 1981, 344; Shear 1993, 387. 
75 For an insight into agriculture, see Appendix 7. Athenian Agricultural Landscape. 
76 For literary evidence, Thucydides (1.89.3; 90.3; 93.1) and Diodorus (10.1.39-40) that the defensive wall was given priority. For archaeological 
evidence highlighting the employment of Archaic material to reconstruct destroyed public and religious buildings, see Thompson 1981, 345; 
1940, 33; 38; 153. Thompson notes (1981, 346) that Classical period buildings such as the Stoa Basileios consist largely of re-used Archaic 
material. Thompson citing Shear 1975, 365-70. 
[30] 
Located on the sloping ground north-west of the Akropolis in the Archaic period, the Agora was “designed 
as the civic centre” for the polis of Athens.77 Politically and culturally, all the roads from the 139 demes 
led to this location. The Agora was the navel for Athenian citizens to gather and engage in a variety of 
political and cultural activities including elections and ostracism, open-air markets, processions, athletic 
contests and orchestral performances. Various roads lead into its square, including the major broad street 
known by Athenians as the Dromos or Panathenaic Way.78 The Dromos was the connection between the 
civic and cultural body of Athens that linked the Agora and the Akropolis.79  
In the Agora the invaders stripped to their foundation's stonework of sanctuaries and shrines. Archaic 
buildings destroyed included the Altar of the Twelve Gods (northwest corner), Sanctuary of Zeus, and the 
Temple of Apollo (west side).80 The Altar of the Twelve Gods, built by the grandson of Peisistratos 
(c.522/21 B.C.E.), was the central point where the Panathenaic Way joined the main arterial highway into 
and out of the city (Hdt.2.7; I.G.II2 2640).81 Shear states that the tyrants gave special impetus to the Agora 
during the last quarter of the sixth-century with the 
installation of religious structures and public amenities. 
However, its centrality to Athenian public and political life 
was made with the Kleisthenic reforms in 508/7. Associated 
with Athenian customs, the damage carried out on this 
landscape suggests an intention to obliterate ancestral 
memories, mythological connections, and the political unity 
the Athenians had with their country and demes. Connelly 
remarks that the Athenian landscape “bristled with localities 
charged with meaning and natural landmarks were 
experienced with an intensified awareness by generations of 
Athenians".82  
The introduction of a new form of government resulted in 
the construction of public buildings such as the 500 seater 
77 Camp 2001, 257; Shear 1994, 225-45. 
78 Camp 2001, 257; Goette 2001, 61. 
79 Camp and Mauzy 2010. 8. 
During the Panathenaea, Goette (20011, 1) notes that the procession was led along this road, “from the Kerameikos to the Agora and up to 
the Akropolis”. 
80 Thompson. 1981. 341. 
81 Traulos 1971, 458-9. 
82 Connelly 2014 2014. 6. 
Figure 6: Plan of the Old Bouleuterion, with a Restored 
Colonnade. 
Archive No.: 2002.01.2562 
PD No.: PD 2562 
Source: Camp (1986), p. 52, fig. 31.  
Photographer: W.B. Dinsmoor, Jr., 1984. 
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Old Bouleuterion in c.500 (Fig.6:Plan). This structure was “laid out on a massive scale for its day” (23.3m x 
23.8m), with monumental architecture of the Doric order cut in stone masonry.83 The Old Bouleuterion 
was the home of the Athenian Boule (Senate), the administrative wheel for the relatively young 
demokratia (Fig.7).84 Under this building’s roof, 50 citizens, chosen by lot from each of the ten newly 
formed Athenian tribes which lived throughout the region of Attica (see Part 4) were brought together.85 
Politically, the Agora was the heartbeat of Athenian democracy, and over decades, excavations have 
identified three government branches (executive, legislative, and judiciary) and recovered over 7,500 
inscriptions.86 This system of government was designed to protect its citizens from dislocation or 
becoming apolis (see Chapter 10), and its destruction appears intended to break this spider’s web which 
brought one of Attica’s strengths, the politai, together. 
83 Foundations of the Old Bouleuterion measure 23.3 m, east to west, and 23.8 m north to south. Shear Jr. 1994, 231. 
84 Image: Hedrick, Ober et al. 1993. 
85 Aristot. Const. Ath. 21.3. 
86 The centrality of Athens and the importance of Attica goes beyond the ‘classical period’, and the archaeological record of destruction 
testifies that Athenians were not only subjected to invasions by the Persians. Throughout antiquity, the Agora bears the wounds from Sulla’s 
Romans (86 B.C.E.), the Herulians (267 AD), the Alaric’s Visigoths (395/6 AD), the Vandals (470s AD) and the Slavs (582/3 AD). Camp 2001, 
257. 
FIGURE 7: PERSPECTIVE OF THE OLD 
BOULEUTERION. 
Archive Number: 1997.03.0334 
Title: Perspective view of the Old Bouleuterion. 
Negative: 88-615 
PD Number: PD 2678 
Photographer: Richard C. Anderson, 1992 
Source: Birth of Democracy (1993), 74; plate. 8.3. 
[32] 
FIGURE 8 MAP: OF WELLS AND DEPOSITS OF ATHENIAN ARCHAIC AGORA. 
AGORA EXCAVATIONS HIGHLIGHTING THE WELLS AND DEBRIS PITS. R:12:4 PRODUCED 11M OF INTENTIONALLY DUMPED 
BEDROCK. G6:3 WAS 19.60M DEEP AND MEASURES ABOUT 2.40 X 1.20M. 
Source: Shear, 1993, the Persian Destruction of Athens. 385. 
Vanderpool, the Rectangular Rock-cut shaft. 1938. 
Map enhancement: Nestor N., 2017. 
[33] 
The excavation of 16 wells and five debris pits discovered around the Agora form material evidence of the 
ruin (Fig.8:Map).87 According to the Agora excavation Directors, Thompson, Shear and Camp, the location 
of wells and pits are known to contain homes and workshops.88 The picture that emerges from studying 
material deposited is one which supports Herodotus of intentional destruction and dumping by the 
invading force (9.13.2):89  
…he (Mardonios) withdrew from the district, but he burned Athens first, and if anything at all 
was left standing of the walls, or the houses, or the temples, he hurled it down and reduced it to 
heaps of rubble (Hdt.9.13.2). 
It is evident that to prevent or discourage any secure form of a second Athenian resettlement, the Persian 
command ordered their invading forces to block local wells to restrict returning residents from having any 
access to water. Camp notes that some of the earliest preserved legislation from Athens set provisions 
and measures that concerned wells and the management of water in a city which was “not supplied by 
rivers”.90  
As mentioned above, all 21 archaic deposits discovered have been dated to the invasion. These include 
ten deposits intentionally filled with enormous dumps of bedrock, clay, or architectural debris in one fill 
or dump, while the remaining produced a consistent form of material in the upper parts of the wells and 
pits. From the eleven deposits that produced various fill, only three displayed chronological 
differentiation.91 These contrast with the usual profile that archaeologists find in ancient wells. Typically, 
wells that no longer provide a community with water were convenient drop-offs for a household or 
community to dispose all manners of waste at various times. In these instances, the fill would consist of a 
variety of refuse, including broken and isolated ceramics. These shards do not form a complete vessel, 
meaning that breakage to the container occurred before being discarded and prior to its pieces gathered 
87 Shear (1993, 384) distinguishes these deposits into three categories. 16 including G6:3 the (Rock-cut shaft) had well fillings while the 
remaining 5 were pits or trenches.  
John Camp, who has excavated at the Athenian Agora since 1966 states that there are 17 wells. Camp 2001, 57. 
In total there have been 62 wells from the Agora area that supplied water to the archaic city of Athens, ranging from 4 to 20 m (9 m 
average). Camp 1977, 103. 
In three cases, where wells had begun to be excavated were abandoned, possibly due to the invasion, were filled with debris of rubble. 
Wells E14:5, F19:5, and M 17:4 are naturally stable and unlikely to cave, however, these never reached their potential depth to extract water  
(8.5 m). In their order, work on these wells ceased at 5.5; 3.05; 2.50 m before residents needed to evacuate. 
88 Directors of the Agora Excavations; Homer A. Thompson (1946–1967), T.L. Shear (1968-1994), John McK. Camp (1994-)  
These were the areas between the Areopagos and the Kolonos Agoraios; and east of the Panathenaic Way. Shear 1993, 384; Thompson 1981; 
344. For a description of the Kerameikos, see Camp 2001, 261-4.
89 Camp 1977, 103.
90 “Since the country was not supplied with water by ever-flowing rivers, or lakes, or copious springs, but most of the inhabitants used wells 
which had been dug, he (Solon) made a law that where there was a public well within a ‘hippikon,’ a distance of four furlongs, that should be 
used. However, where the distance was greater than this, people must try to get water of their own. If, however, after digging to a depth of 
ten fathoms on their own land, they could not get water, then they might take it from a neighbor's well, filling a five-gallon jar twice a day; 
for he thought it his duty to aid the needy, not to provision the idle”. Plutarch. Solon 23.5-6. cited by Camp 1977, 104. 
91 Shear 1993, 387; 406. 
[34] 
and collectively thrown into the well. Shear explains that ‘foreign matter’ such as 
animal bones (cattle or pigs), grape seeds, shells of shellfish, and olive pits should 
be discovered at various levels, indicating daily disposal over a period.92  
The Perserschutt wells in the Agora, however, produce a different assemblage of 
refuse gathered and dumped under different circumstances. For example, 
excavators discovered that only two wells (B18:6 and G11:8) show evidence of 
natural collapse of soft bedrock into the water-well, allowing it to become a 
disposal pit. Shear notes how archaeologists distinguish material discovered in 
wells by identifying debris accumulated when deposits served as a well, to 
material intentionally dropped over time after it ceased to act as a water supply. 
Archaeologists recognise rubble intentionally and methodically dumped when 
the well was an existing water source, which is the case in the Agora.93 Of the 16 
water wells, two deposits show signs of natural abandonment, leaving the 
remaining 14 to be a water source for the house, shop, and its neighbours.94 
Given the nature of Athenian soft bedrock, which made wells prone to collapse, 
and the overall scarcity of Attica’s water, it seems irrational that the Athenians 
would kill-off their water source.95 The current narrative implies that a people 
bereft of their city’s walls, homes and livelihoods jeopardised their safety and 
shelter from the elements to dispose of useful living material. This includes a 
conscious intent by the Athenians to gather and smash their ceramic ware and 
vases (fine and daily), including lekythoi, before disposing the shards into 
functioning water-wells.α The dumping of useful ceramics, masonry stones to 
stabilise foundations to adjacent buildings, and material to rebuild walls and 
homes is inconsistent to Athens’ reconstruction and resettlement. Thompson 
92 R12:1 produced a large amount of animal bones including oxen skulls within the lower dumped fill. Ibid. 386-7. 
93 Ibid. 1993, 384-7. 
94 According to Camp, neighbours without access to water were permitted to use the well of someone who did, but on the Solon’s law “of 
an honest effort”. An individual dwelling required to dig 20 m before one was able to acquire a supply of water from the neighbour. If the 
person could not find water, Plutarch notes that the neighbour was at “liberty to fetch a hydria of six choes twice a day from their 
neighbour”. Plut. Sol. 23.5-6. Cited by Camp 1977, 105. 
95 Due to the soft grey-green shale, Athenian wells which were round shafts, could be worked “easily with a knife to sink vertically into the 
bedrock”. Camp (1977, 175-6) notes that the rock was soft that many wells collapsed and were abandoned. However this was not the case 
with these wells, which were fully functional.  
“The dumped fills are often many meters deep; they contain types of pottery, such as lekythoi and fine table wares, that are not useful for 
drawing water; and the pots are often smashed into small fragments and scattered through the fill, so that joining pieces may be recovered 
from widely differing depths”. Shear 1993, 386. Also see Vanderpool 1938 363-4. 
 The Lekythos was a vase traditionally used for burial practice. 
FIGURE 9: AGORA WELL R:12:4. 
The deepest well shows the extent of 
the debris in one large deposit. 
Source: Shear, 1993. 470.  
[35] 
notes that the Old Bouleuterion and the Stoa Basileios possessed an “extensive employment of re-used 
archaic blocks” of which many had been fire-damaged and reused when the Athenians returned and 
immediately rebuilt the Bouleuterion. 96 
All the Agora’s deposits produced heavy dumped fills. The deepest was 11 
metres of “absolutely homogeneous material, “plainly thrown into the open 
well shaft at one time” and a few broken shards (Fig.11.Map and Fig.9).97 
Four wells produced a total assemblage of between 50-75 complete vessels, 
while another eight produced “no more than a dozen or two inventoried 
pieces” (Appendix.5).98 Sourcing water by digging wells was a common 
practice for Athenians, but the process of simultaneously finding water for 
thousands of returning residents is a challenging prospect.99 The magnitude 
of the Agora’s destruction is evident in the quantity and quality of material 
discovered within the deposits. Indications in the scale and efficiency of ruin 
come from archaeologists being unable to locate the building line of Archaic 
houses.100 Shear notes that mud-bricks and ceramic roof tiles filled the wells 
along with thousands of ceramic household-ware from homes and potters’ 
workshops. Massive quantities of clay, dressed marble blocks and fluted 
Doric columns from buildings such as the Stoa Basileios, as well as broken 
pieces from an Archaic period marble-head were also cast into wells.101 The 
discovery includes standing stone columns and masonry walls wrecked 
before being reduced to debris and systematically dumped.102 Such material 
would have been vital in the city’s reconstruction. Lastly, to prohibit the returning residents from 
accessing wells and discourage any salvage operations from taking place, metres of dug bedrock and 
fresh clay from a potter’s workshop was thrown into the deposits which solidified into thick mud.103 
96 For Old Bouleuterion, see Thompson 1937, 130-35; Stoa Basileios, see Shear 1975 130-5; and Thompson 1981, 346  
97 Shear 1993, 387. 
98 50-75 complete items; D15:1, E15:6, F19:5, R12:4. No more than a dozen fragments; B18:6, D17:2, G3:1, 11:8, H13:5, L5:2, M17:4, Q21:3.  
Ibid. 388. 
99 “It takes no little time or labour to sink a circular shaft some ten meters into bedrock; moreover, the resulting supply of water is essential 
to the conduct of life” Shear 1993, 406. 
100 Shear 1993, 387; 406. 
101 Shear 1993, 402. 
102 Deposit H13:5 contained a fluted Doric column, and a poros wall block, while L 5:2 (p. 460 below) held 13 pieces of poros architecture, 
including two different Doric capitals, several pieces of fluted Doric columns, and two dressed wall blocks. Also within L5:2, were Doric 
capitals and a column shaft, broken into 6 pieces, from the Stoa Basileios. The Stoa stood fifty-five meters west of pit L 5:2. Shear 1993, 402. 
103 Well E15:6 produced a thick and sticky 1.50 m deep mass of pure and un-refined clay, while the depth of pure potter’s clay dumped in 
D17:10 was 3.50 m. Shear 1993, 403. 
FIGURE 10: PRE-PERSIAN
INVASION ATTIC LEKYTHOS. 
Description: Four women at an 
image of Dionysos  
Museum: Metropolitan Museum 
Type: Lekythos  
Technique: Black-figure 
Date: c.490-480 B.C.E 
Inv. No. 75.2.21 
Source: Haspels, Caroline Henriette 
Emilie. 1936. Attic Black-Figured 
Lekythoi. no. 27, Paris: E. de Boccard. 
222. 
Image Source: Metropolitan Museum  
No. Vase Painter Image Source
[36] 
Had the Athenians carried out a systematic ‘tidy-
up’ of their property, walls, temples, and public 
structures, the archaeological record should 
reveal a variety of architecture and home-ware 
material. Rather, while material discovered 
within the deposits touched every aspect of 
daily life, contrast between materials in each 
deposit is minimal. Instead, concentrated 
quantities of specific parts of buildings, and 
domestic ware were discovered at separate 
locations. All 21 closed deposits had different 
amounts of material, including ten that 
contained a single dump without stratigraphic 
subdivision, while the remaining 11 wells had 
Perserschutt material in the upper parts of the 
shaft. Shear notes that in only in six cases did 
excavators make a distinction between the 
upper and lower dumped material, and from 
these, three showed chronological variation.104 
The two largest deposits containing ceramics were the Rock-cut Shaft (G6:3) and well Q12:3.105 At these 
locations, archaeologists retrieved the richest deposits of archaic period ceramics. From Q12:3, 506 
inventoried objects salvaged, half comprised of figured ware (black or red). The Rock-cut Shaft produced 
452 items (Fig.11:Map).106 From the 21 deposits, archaeologists recovered 1320 figured ceramic vessels, 
including the historical black-figured lekythos (Fig.10), an inappropriate vessel associated with a well 
discovered to have been dumped most frequently across all but one deposit (Fig.12:Graph).107 It is 
difficult to explain how this non-water gathering vase would find itself consistently dumped in large 
quantities throughout the wells and pits of the Agora considering that the object was significant to 
104 Of the three with chronological variation, B 18:6 was a collapsed well from the Geometric period G 6:3 (the Rock-cut Shaft) and G 1 1:8 (the 
earlier well of Building F) produced significantly older material than the upper dumped fills. Shear 1993, 387-8. 
105 For the chronological dating of the Rock-cut Shaft (G6:3), see Appendix 6: Chronological determinate of the ostraka. 
106 From these decorative ceramics, there were 20 identified painters, including the two largest, the Class of Athens 581 (total of 247 vases in 
15 deposits), and Manner of Haimon Painter (total of 77 vases in 11 deposits). From these decorative ceramics, there were 20 identified 
painters. Shear 1993, 394. 
107 The Rock-cut Shaft (G6:3) comprises of 104 lekythoi, that of well Q12:3, 246, deposit H13:5, 50, and finally well M17:4, 35. In addition G6:3 
and Q12:3, there are added fragments of “many dozens, if not hundreds, in the storage tins”. Shear 1993, 393. 
FIGURE 11 MAP: ASSEMBLAGE OF BLACK AND RED-FIGURE CERAMICS. 
The highest assemblage was discovered in the following: The Rock-cut 
Shaft (G6:3) comprised of 104 lekythoi, well Q12:3, 246, deposit H13:5, 50, 
and well M17:4, 35. 
Source: Shear, 1993, the Persian Destruction of Athens. 385; 393. 
Analysis and Map enhancement: Nestor N, 2017. 
[37] 
Athenian customs (Appendix.5). Before the invasion of Athens, the black-figure lekythos’s presence 
represented a high demand for the painters who adorned their craft on these vessels, and adds to the 
argument that the filling of deposits could not have been part of an Athenian clean-up, but rather their 
destruction was intentionally part of a wider process of eliminating a city.108 I am of the view that 
smashing and dumping of ceramic vessels into wells was a deliberate process of destruction for the 
following reason: to cause economic damage, and destroy any means of accessing water with the 
thousands of ostraka pieces blocking water access.109  
108 Refer to Appendix 5 for the importance of the lekythos and the painters works discovered in the Agora and Marathon tomb. 
109Shear notes that “25 palmette-lekythoi from 9 of the 21 deposits, mostly in the Class of Athens 581, ii, also bear close resemblance to the 4 
specimens from Marathon”. Shear. 1993, 410. 
FIGURE 12: GRAPH OF BLACK-FIGURE CERAMIC ASSEMBLAGE WITHIN THE 21 DEPOSITS IN THE ATHENIAN AGORA. 
Source: Shear. 1993. 389-92. 
Graph and analysis: Nestor. N., 2017. 
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It was not customary, nor logical for Athenians to dispose of material used to rebuild their defensive wall, 
homes, and temples. Thucydides reports for the monumental task that went into rebuilding the wall, “to 
such a height that was necessary for defence” and emphasised how the effort comprised of virtually 
every member of the population. Regarding the matter of salvaging destroyed material, the Athenians did 
not spare gathering material of any sort: 
…neither private nor public edifice that would in any way help to further the work,  
but demolished them all (Thuc.1.90.3).  
Athenians were prepared to acquire material from any standing building, and remains of monuments 
destroyed by the invaders and evidence show this material embedded within the foundations of the city’s 
wall. 110 All manner of building material, where salvageable, appears to have been employed and not 
dumped into a vital resource that excavators discovered show no sign of natural collapse.  
Shear has argued that it is peculiar why an owner would for example not rebuild their dwelling using the 
same building, or foundational lines, and whatever material salvageable, for this would be the quickest 
and most economical approach.111 For example, mud-bricks which had kept their original form and were 
suitable to rebuild Athenian houses instead made almost the entire assemblage of material discovered in 
wells.112 The tactic of dumping sun-dried mud-bricks into an active well is to allow the water to 
disintegrate the brick into thick, sticky mud. In the Agora wells, the mud-brick was disposed of, with 
stones removed from the rubble-masonry. Athenians used rubble-masonry to form a stable base to place 
their mud-brick walls upon. In G11:3, this combination of stone and mud was six metres deep, and 
“devoid of shards”, which concludes that this was not part of any local clean-up operation, but the 
invaders specifically targeted each deposit.113 By combining mud, water, and stone masonry, the invaders 
created a fifth-century version of concrete to prevent any salvage of material contained within the well. 
With homes and workshops lost, and agricultural land ravaged, economic strain on the Athenian 
population would have been immense, since many had to endure a winter from being devoid of any 
housing and food. Hence, it is hard to explain why Athenians would dismantle and reduce masonry walls 
into rubble that could be reused. As a consequence, these families would have lived like homeless 
refugees within their ancestral land. 
                                                            
110 Goette 2001, 61. 
111 Shear 1993, 406. 
112 H12:15, L5:2, and Q:12:3. 
113 Shear 1993, 401-2. 
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Finally, with our sources specifying the effort Athenians took to rebuild their defensive wall, 
archaeologists discovered, along with G6:3, another deposit containing essential material to reconstruct 
the polis. Fieldstones useful to rebuild the Athenian wall were instead thrown into R12:4 to a depth of 11 
metres.114 Once again, Herodotus’ credibility as a prominent historian and Thucydides’ matching 
reliability corresponds with the archaeological evidence. In this instance the literature and archaeology 
provide the magnitude of destruction that befell the Athenians suggests this was a hostile act intent to 
displace its inhabitants: 
…he (Mardonios) withdrew from the district, but he burned Athens first, and if 
anything at all was left standing of the walls, or the houses, or the temples, he hurled it 
down and reduced it to heaps of rubble (Hdt.9.13.2). 
Herodotus’ passage in Book 9 is the last that mentions the catastrophe of 
Athens. Instead, we to turn Thucydides, who completes the scene of 
devastation and recounts Athenian families having to collect rubble from their 
properties and temples, which had been “deposited” to firstly rebuild their 
defenceless polis, and then their homes. According to Thucydides (1.5), towns 
exposed and unprotected by walls, and consisting of only villages that stood 
vulnerable to further invasion, plunder, and its citizens were driven from their 
homeland. However, unlike his in-depth description of the plague, the 
Athenian refrains but does not entirely ignore the emotional trauma that the 
invasion and destruction caused the population:115  
The Athenian people, now quit of the Barbarians, fetched their wives, their 
children, and the remains of their property from the places in which they had 
been deposited, and set to work, rebuilding the city and the walls. Of the old line 
of wall but a small part was left standing. Most of the houses were in ruins a few 
only remaining in which the chief men of the Persians had lodged (Thuc.1.89.3). 
While Athenians searched deposits to rebuild their homes and their 
sanctuaries, there was one unsalvageable cultural wound caused by the hands 
of the invaders when sacking and burning the Akropolis in 480. The manner of 
destruction inflicted upon the beautifully sculpted and decorated korai 
caused enough trauma that following the Athenians resettlement, the korai 
disappeared from the Athenian cultural landscape. A closer examination of 
114 “It is still more difficult to suggest by what kind of accident standing stone columns and masonry walls are reduced to hunks of debris” 
Shear 1993, 402. 
115 Thuc. 1.90.3; 93.2. 
a.
b.
FIGURE 13: AKROPOLIS KORE, 659. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.520-510 B.C.E.  
Inv. No. 659  
Source: Karakasi 2003. Plate 262  
a and b. 
Description: In many cases the korai 
were struck a with blows to the with 
the crown, or forehead, before being 
decapitated. Kore 659 received all 
three blow types.  
[40] 
the Akropolis korai that appear on Karakasi’s monograph and Kousser’s 2009 article reveals that their 
defacement, decapitation, and dismemberment created “distressing and nightmarish scenes” that they 
were buried on the Athenians’ sacred site and almost forgotten.116  
116 Akr.no: 659; 643; 662. 
Korres 2002, 184. 
[41] 
6. Akropolis Korai; mutilation of a cultural landmark.
More than a religious sanctuary of the Archaic era, the Akropolis was a base 
for Athenian history, culture, and identity. The citadel’s historical 
connection with the Athenians stretched back to the Mycenaean period, 
and the archaeological assemblage and architecture of late Bronze Age 
walls was a “testimony to the sacred character of Late Archaic 
Athenians”.117 Before the invasion of 480, temples such as the Archaios 
Naos and the ‘Older Parthenon’ stood upon this site, along with monuments 
and votives. These cultural landmarks included the five-metre tall 
Kallimachos victory monument with the sculpted goddess Nike on top, 
which stood as a memorial of the Athenians’ victory in the first Persian 
invasion (490 B.C.E.).118 As a cultural sanctuary, the location was home to an 
assemblage of various, but highly revered ‘votive offerings’ that men and 
women made from throughout Athenian society.119 These include black and 
red-figure terracotta plaque tablets and bronze figurines. Part of Greek 
ritual of prayer includes making an ‘offering’, anathema (ἀνάθεμα), through 
the action of laying an object (ἀνατίθημι) in the sanctuary.120 One particular 
anathema that “dominated” the north side of the Akropolis and overlooked 
the Late Archaic Agora was the ensemble of Akropolis korai 
(Fig.14:Ak680).121 Kousser describes that these particular korai were such a “powerful presence” within 
Athenian culture, that they were “burned and hacked to pieces” by the armies of Xerxes which plundered 
the site in 480 (Fig.13:Ak659).122 
On the sacred grounds of the Akropolis, archaeologists throughout the 19thcentury retrieved between 54-
74 korai, all which pre-date the 480/79 invasions.123 Their manner and timing of burial kept these 
monuments remarkably preserved from future conquering armies and adventurous looters. Importantly 
for scholarship, the conservation of these agalmata have in the past been the focus of study from the 
117 Kousser 2009, 265.  
118 This victory monument was smashed in over 100 pieces, the sculpture of Nike was severed in two and defaced. Kousser 2009, 266; 
Holloway 1992, 268. 
119 Holloway (1992, 269) notes that the first kore in Attica discovered was a grave marker - Berlin Kore. 
120 Of the Akropolis korai, 19 were “explicitly (dedicated) to the fulfilment of a vow through the dedication”. Keesling 2003, 4-6. 
121 Holloway 1992, 268. 
122 Kousser 2009, 277. 
123 Keesling 2003, 97. Also, see Figures. 22 and 25. Table; Appendix 3: Akropolis Korai. 
Exact figures vary, but the assemblage gathered for this research of 74 was gathered using the study Karakasi (2003, 161), Table 10: Attica. 
FIGURE 14: AKROPOLIS KORE, 680.  
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c. 530-520 B.C.E.  
Inv. No. 680 
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 248. 
[42] 
position of Greek sculptural development, while their cessation has been broadly explained based on 
internal political discourse. The destruction of the sanctuary in 480 aimed to extinguish the small 
Athenian resistance barricaded behind the ancient fortress and to disrupt a practice that was part of 
Athenian culture and identity. Confronted with a horrific scene, the Athenians appear to have on their 
return, buried these beautiful monuments and changed their modes of votive behaviour. The korai bare 
marks of fire that engulfed the sacred site following its sacking, and they appear deliberately damaged by 
mutilation (Appendix.3). Kousser, using Lindenlauf’s 1997 study, observed ten korai bearing marks of 
intentional destruction. This chapter aims to expand on Lindenlauf’s analysis by examining all 74 
Akropolis korai digitally captured in Karakasi’s 2006 monograph of Archaic korai discovered throughout 
Greece (Appendix.3).124 The research will argue that the desecration of these symbolic monuments 
associated with a religious act aimed to disconnect the Athenians with this cultural bond. 
Following their violation, Langlotz and Lindenlauf state that the korai were buried on the Akropolis, “not 
far from their original position”.125 Theories put forward by Vickers, Keesling, and Richter that the 
Athenians conducted the attacks themselves in a "quasi-ritual killing” of a democratic revolt, or had 
become unfashionable, does not explain nor justify the korai’s sudden, complete, and permanent 
absence from Athenian culture on the Akropolis and throughout Attica.126 The following section will 
examine the presence of the korai within the Athenian culture and analyse the damage inflicted upon 
these monuments, which caused their disappearance.127  
124Article by Kousser 2009 citing Lindenlauf 1997.  
Karakasi (2006, 266) cites Lindenlauf’s results of deliberate destruction. 
125 Karakasi (1993, 130) notes how Langlotz (1939, 8) and Lindenlauf (1997), believe that the korai were buried in their original position. C  
126 Vickers 1985, 27-8; Keesling 2003, 49-50; Richter 1968. Kousser (2009, 266) argues against the quasi-ritual killing. Finally, there is no 
evidence that during this period, execution of agalmata were carried out by the inhabitants on their own culture. Such acts would have been 
considered as sacrilege to the patron goddess Athena to whom the votive was offered to. 
127 Lindenlauf 1997 analysis determined that 10 korai were damaged by the Persian assault. Having examined the assemblage, this 
presentation will conclude that the results are much higher. The Akropolis korai that Lindenlauf identifies are noted in Figure Error! Main 
Document Only. Table: Summary of Deliberate Damage Caused to Akropolis Korai. 
Karakasi (2009, 266) notes that Lindenlauf concluded that the following korai were “deliberately destroyed”. 595, 1360,698, 671, 680, 682, 
669, 673, 675, 679. The korai she found were beheaded include 670, 677, 684, 585. Lindenlauf 1997, 90-92, cited by Karakasi, 2003. 130; 
Kousser, 2009. 266. 
[43] 
6.1.  More than a Statue 
 A Kore (Κόρη) or Korai (plural) was a female agalma used as either an 
anathema or a funerary monument. Although scholars have debated their 
purpose, like the Kouros which is a male agalma, the Korai were present in 
religious sanctuaries and cemeteries throughout Greece.128 As well as on 
the Akropolis, in Attica also, the korai have been discovered at 66 
locations, including the Demeter sanctuary at Eleusis and archaic 
necropolises (Fig.17:Map).129 Discussion regarding their purpose varies, 
however. Steiber has reasoned that the Akropolis Korai were young 
maidens and women who formed part of various local religious festivals, 
including their involvement in preparing and participating in the greatest 
Athenian festival, the Panathenaea.130  
From surviving Korai, such as the Peplos Kore, the agalma sculpted in 
marble and draped in a garment called a chiton or peplos were a human 
personification of contemporary women fitted with fashion of their day.131 
With their firm stance, slight facial expression, and flat and static clothing, 
the korai are believed to have made their appearance 600-590 B.C.E. 
Richter regards this as the “foundation of Greek monumental 
sculpture”.132 Over the course of the sixth-century, the solid technique 
sculpted into the first korai would slowly evolve to more natural 
expressions and detailed drapery. In regards to the Akropolis Kore, 
Boardman dates the earliest agalma to 560-550 (Fig.16:Ak619).133 
Although in its history, the kore’s stance altered only slightly, by the Late 
Archaic period (530-480), the Akropolis Korai came to resemble a diversity 
128 These discoveries, which include fragments, have been discovered in Samos, Didyma and Miletus, Delos, Naxos, Andros, Thera, Paros, 
Amorgos, The Cyclades, Thasos, Chios, Kyrene, Aigina, Rhodes, Boeotia. See Karakasi’s monograph, Archaic Korai, 2003. 
129 Karakasi 2003, 132. 
130 Paus. 1.27.3. 
Stieber notes that the agalmata represented priestess, or young women or girls, in the service of the deity. Stieber 2004, 21. 
Karakasi 2003, 117. 
131 Karakasi 2003, 119; Boardman 1978, 85. 
132 Richter 1968, 1. 
133 Akr.593; plate 129 (Fig. 25: Table and Appendix. 3). John Boardman, Griechische Plastik. Die archaische Zeit (1981), cited by Karakasi. 115;  
Boardman 1978, 66-71. 
Hurwit 1999, 126. 
Richter 1968, 1. 
FIGURE 15: AKROPOLIS KORE, 685A.  
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.500-490 B.C.E  
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 275. 
Description: Artistic Impression of 
colour and detail. 
FIGURE 16: AKROPOLIS KORE, 619. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c. 560-550 B.C.E.  
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 128. 
Boardman (1978, 67) notes 
that the development of the 
sixth century korai “is 
expressed more in the 
treatment of drapery than of 
anatomy. 
[44] 
of Athenian women captured between the ages of youth and early motherhood. The Korai sculpted 
during this period stand out for their realism.134 At this stage of the late sixth-century, Attic sculptors 
evolved in their craft to the point whereby the nature of the agalma’s facial structure and expression 
display a significant degree of variation and individualism, and the folds of the chiton extend or move 
tightly pending on the position of a kore’s arm (Fig.14:Ak680). This level of realism exhibits the detail of 
their garments and showcases their accessories. During this period, chitons comprised of intricate folds, 
patterns and colours, while accessories include various types of jewellery such as bracelets, necklaces, 
carved diadems and wreaths. Korai from the Akropolis whose hands have survived also hold fruits and 
birds. Accessories were either sculpted onto the agalma or from the drilled holes that we can see on their 
foreheads, suggest points that allowed for placement of additional pieces (Fig.15;18:Ak685a;b).135 
134 Works of art described as being naturalistic, Steiber (2011, 6-7) argues are not always realistic. The level of realism is sometimes discovered 
in the “detail”, which is as simple as the lines added to a kore’s dress. Boardman (1978, 85) notes that based on the manner which the cloth 
“clings the body” sensuously, “this is a real woman”. 
135 Keesling 2003, 97-9. Karakasi 2003, 119-20. 
FIGURE 17 MAP: KORAI DISCOVERED IN ATTICA. 
The 66 locations of korai agalmata discovered in Attica, including the Akropolis.  
Almost all have been within the archaic necropolises. 
Source: Karakasi, 2003. 132. 
[45] 
An agalma (ἄγαλμα) originates from the verb agallomai, meaning “to be 
proud of something, rejoice and be happy”.136 Within the sacred space of a 
sanctuary, the agalma filled for the gods the temporary absence left by a 
human presence, while within the funerary context, kore and kouros served 
as stand-ins representing deceased men and women.137 In Athens, the kore 
was in the service of the patron goddess Athena.138  
Based on its religious connection to the deity, Vickers’ suggestion that the 
cache of 14 korai discovered behind the Archaios Naos in 1886 were 
desecrated as part of a ‘democratic revolt’ is not adequate. Vickers’ 1985 
article ignored the korai’s cultural significance, and did not investigate all 74 
Akropolis korai and their manner of destruction. In the case of the 
mutilation of the Hermes (415 BC.E.), the desecration of a cultural 
monument by rampaging ‘Democrats’ would have been an unprecedented act of sacrilege which would 
not have been ignored by our ancient sources.139 Finally, based on the inscriptions, people who dedicated 
the Acropolis korai to the god were exclusively not dedications of an aristocratic class, nor as Holloway 
states, “were the female counterparts of the aristocratic kouros”. Instead, they were a monument that 
“expressed the achievement by citizen workshop owners and metics”.140 These monuments cannot 
compare with a statue, ἀνδριάς, which aims to be a portrait of a hero, heroine or an Olympic Victor.141 
Pausanias (1.27.5-6) distinguishes ἀνδριάς with ἄγαλμα when comparing the monument of a hero to a 
distinguished kore. Rather, the term ‘kore’ is used to describe a maiden, as the inscription of the 
Phrasikleia kore (N 4889) displays, and a daughter throughout her life and death.142 In the Odyssey, 
Homer describes Penelope as living agalma from the point of being an anathema when presented with a 
necklace and other fine jewellery by the suitors (Od.18.290). Homer on many occasions refers to the 
heroine as Κόρη, regardless of Penelope’s marriage to Odysseus and having a son (Telemachos) nearing 
manhood: 
136 Ch. Karusos, “Perikalles Agalma”, Festschrift Ch. Tsountas (1941) cited by Karakasi 2003 133-4.  
137 Keesling 2003, 99. 
138 Richter 1968, 4. Holloway 1992, 270. 
139 Vickers 1985, 27-8. Kawadias "Anaskaphai en tei Akropolei," Archaiologike Ephemeris, 1886, 73-82. Cited by Kousser 2009, 280. 
140 Holloway 1992, 271-2. 
141 Pausanias refers to the statues of the seer Theaenetus and the hero Tolmidesas as ‘ἀνδριάντες’. Paus. 1.27.5. There is also Kallias, son of 
Didymias, was a victor four main pan-Hellenic games. (Ded. no. 21 and 164). Holloway 1992, 270. 
142 “Gravestone of Phrasikleia. I will always be called a kore; the gods destined this name for me in place of marriage” Karakasi 2003, 134. 
FIGURE 18: AKROPOLIS KORE, 685B.  
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.500-490 B.C.E  
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 275. 
Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
Description: Two drilled holes at 
forehead allowed for added accessories 
to be placed onto the kore.  
[46] 
κούρη Ἰκαρίοιο, περίφρον Πηνελόπεια  
daughter of Ikarios, the thoughtful Penelope (Hom.Ody. 1.325). 143 
Contrary to Holloway’s observation, for Homer and Greeks alike, Penelope like all women remained a 
kore irrespective of her age or marital status, and therefore they too could be compared to an agalma 
which represented a living being and not a lifeless portrait, i.e. statue.144 Understanding the kore as a 
form of agalma and its cultural use when examining their mutilation is imperative to gaining a sense of 
importance this votive had within Athenian culture and the trauma Athenians felt by the manner of their 
treatment in 480. In his description of the Akropolis, Pausanias addresses the extent of damage caused to 
the agalmata and their fragile state but significantly notes that among this group of cultural landmarks 
included the most distinguished kore of all, the patron god of Athens, Athena. Hence, the desecration of 
the korai was an act of violence against Athenian daughters, and the peoples’ guardian and leading 
religious deity who Athenians celebrated annually in the Panathenaea.145 
6.2.  Physical Severing of a Cultural Landmark 
In many respects, the assemblage of Akropolis korai were daughters of Athenian citizens, and their 
importance on the Athenian landscape contradicts any arrangement indicating an aesthetic demise as 
Richter suggests or political victims of class instability which Vickers notes occurred in 462/1.146 The korai 
prevailed during the Athenian political uncertainty of the mid-550s, survived through the Peisistratidae 
Tyranny which ended in 508 B.C.E, and flourished following the democratic reforms of Kleisthenes in 
508/507 (Fig.23:Graph). Rather, a closer examination of these anathema indicates that disappearance of 
the kore coincides with the severity of violence that these cultural landmarks sustained at the hands of 
the invaders in 480 and the visual impact this had on the community (Fig.24:Graph; 25:Table). Herodotus 
(8.56) notes that news of what happened at the Akropolis was “so disturbing that some of the naval 
commanders stationed at Salamis prepared without further discussion to abandon the fight and return to 
143 Hom. Od. 1.325; 11.446; 16.34; 17.562; 18.159; 18.189; 18.246; 18.285; 19.375; 20.388; 21.2; 21.322; 24.195;  
144 Holloway (1992, 267) notes that a kore means a young woman, however as noted from the examples of Penelope, this is simply not the 
case. 
Homer refers to the maiden goddess Athena “Ἀθηναίη κούρη Διός” (Hom.Ody.2.296). See Hom. Od. 2.296; 3.42; 4.752; 5.383; 13.190; 13.371; 
24.518; 24.522; 24.529; 24.548. 
145 Keesling (2003, 130-5) explores the existence of “kore Athena hybrids” wearing helmets (Akr. No.661;646;305).  
146 Rather than considering the historical and archaeological evidence of the city’s sanctuary’s, Ritcher (1968, 1) believed that the Kore’s 
disappearance was due aesthetic tastes. The statue had “reached a greater naturalism” and therefore, “served its purpose”. Vickers (1985, 
27) has associated the destruction of the 14 korai as part of the revolt when Ephialtes 'stirred up the mass of the people against the 
Areopagites'. 
I do not believe that Richter’s analysis is appropriate especially when Athenians regarded the korai as cultural symbols that adorned the 
city’s most sacred landscape. At the time of destruction these agalmata were thriving in their realism and quantity (Fig. 25: Table). 
[47] 
their homes”.147 As part of the Athenian culture, the korai’s presence was important enough to be a 
target along with other cultural markers on the Attic landscape, such as the Athenian ‘private’ 
cemeteries, visible at the entrance of the city.148 Severe head trauma (Fig.2;4;13;19), including 
disembodiment and other acts of violence, was not inconsistent with the overall objective behind the 
destruction of the Athenian Agora and Akropolis sanctuary. Excluding the fragile Athena korai, the actions 
of viciousness inflicted upon these monuments directly led to their physical absence from Athenian life. 
147 We cannot be certain that the phenomena of the sudden disappearance of Attica’s korai was replicated throughout Greece following the 
Persian invasions. However, according to Herodotus (7.8), the cultural destruction appears to be an intent by the Persian hierarchy to either 
subjugate or after 480, dislocate the Athenian population.  
148 Hurwitt (1999, 126), citing Holloway 1992. 
Like the Korai, sculpted funerary monuments disappear, by coincidence, following the Persian invasions. The disappearances of another 
cultural marker is neither connected to Athenian democracy, nor any accountable legislation prohibiting their use, nor return by the middle 
of the fifth-century. Leader 1997, 684-6. 
[48] 
FIGURE 19: AKROPOLIS KORE, 186. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.500 B.C.E.  
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 186. 
Analysis and Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
Description: Defaced by an axe struck at the at the 
forehead, then decapitated. Almost all the korai on the 
Akropolis dated post the tyranny suffered this fate.   
FIGURE 20: AKROPOLIS KORE, 595. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.510 B.C.E.  
Inv. No. 595 
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 184. 
Analysis and Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
Description: Kore 595 showcases the manner of violence the 
assemblage of korai on the Akropolis sustained. The colour 
scheme highlights areas of the torso which were desecrated 
with what appears to be an axe. Some kore had their breasts, 
noses, and buttocks defiled. 
[49] 
FIGURE 22: AKROPOLIS KORE, 612. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.520 B.C.E.  
Inv. No. 612 
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 172 
a and b:  
Analysis and Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
Description: One of the most brutal desecration of 
the Akropolis kore during the 480 B.C.E invasion. 
a.
b.
FIGURE 21: AKROPOLIS KORE, 684. 
Museum: Akropolis Museum 
Type: Marble  
Technique: Sculpture 
Date: c.490 B.C.E.  
Inv. No. 684 
Source: Karakasi, 2003. Plate 192. 
Analysis and Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
[50] 
FIGURE 23 GRAPH A: TOTAL KORAI RECOVERED FROM THE AKROPOLIS. 
SHOWS THAT THESE AGALMATA DID WERE NO IN A STATE OF DECLINE, BUT KEPT A STEADY PRESENCE IN ATHENIAN CULTURE. 
Period Source: Karakasi, 2003. 161. 
Analysis and Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
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Akropolis Korai per Period between 570-480B.C.E.
FIGURE 24 GRAPH B: DAMAGE INFLICTED UPON KORAI  
IN TOTAL 59 KORAI RECEIVED SEVERE DAMAGE TO THEIR HEAD, EITHER BY BEING DECAPITATED, DEFACED, OR BOTH. 
Period Source: Karakasi, 2003. 161. 
Analysis and Graphics: Nestor. N., 2017. 
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Decapitation and defacment upon 74 Akropolis Korai
Total per Period Damage
[51] 
6.3.   Cultural Carnage of the Akropolis Korai 
From examining the 74 Akropolis Korai, which Karakasi catalogued (plates 125-278), a total of 59 korai 
suffered defacement and severe head trauma either by decapitation through a slicing at the neck, blow at 
the back of the crown or upon the forehead. Of the 41-kore sculpted between 510-480, following the end 
of tyranny and the birth of democracy, 37 suffered severe violence to the head and face. If we narrow our 
analysis further to the 24 korai sculpted between 500-490, the result is 21 from 24 had face mutilation. 
Investigating the head and face mutilations consisted  examining  flakes or pieces missing from the middle 
and side of the neck, the top of crown and forehead. In total, 10 korai suffered a level of extreme acts of 
violence about the head and face by a sharp instrument. This suggests that the monuments did not 
simply topple over.149 Archaeologists have also been unable to find the torso of 18 heads. In many cases, 
the task of matching headless torsos with disembodied heads is impossible due to the extent of damage 
caused to the upper-body area, whereby these agalmata are beyond salvaging. Their damage intended to 
prevent any reliable repair by ancient repairers that would have camouflaged scars. The assemblage 
comprised a total of 33 korai with trauma inflicted upon the shoulders, waist, and body making each kore 
unsalvageable. On kore 684 (Fig.21), axe markings appear which show unnatural breakage where the 
weapon took out large chunks of marble from the chest, lower back, arm, shoulder and neck.150 From this 
assemblage, a further eight were savagely damaged with few details left to suggest their earlier 
elegance.151 We know that Scythians or Sacae (in Persian), from East Sogdian near Baktria, which formed 
part of the Persian invasions of Attica in 490 and 480 carried a sagaris, a type of battle axe 
(Hdt.6.113-14;7.64).152 One of the most horrific cases is of kore 612 (Fig.22), an agalma reduced to a 
defaced and limbless torso and whereby archaeologists have only been able to locate her feet. Lastly, 
except headless torsos, and vice versa, from the near complete assemblage (head and torso), 31 korai 
were desecrated in a manner beyond repair and display. Based on examing all 74 Akropolis korai, Richter 
and Vickers’ suggestions of sudden absence are refutable, especially when Athenians regarded the korai 
as cultural symbols that adorned the city’s most sacred landscape. Furthermore, as figures 24 (graphs) 
and 25 (table) suggest, at the time of their destruction, these agalmata were thriving in their realism and 
quantity.153 
149 Akr. No: 612; 613; 643;652; 654; 659; 661; 662; 669; 696/496. Also see Fig. 25: Table of Summary of Deliberate Damage Caused to Akropolis 
Korai. 
150 Herodotus (7.64.2) describes that the Scythian Sacae, a race from East Sogdiana near Baktria, carried battle axes called sagaris, while the 
Egyptians (7.89.2-3) carried heavy axes. These people were part of the Persian force which invaded Attica in 480 B.C.E. 
151 Akr. no: 253; 584; 595; 612; 626; 684; 1360; 686/609. 
152 For location of Sogdians, see Strassler’s The Landmark Herodotus; the Histories. 2009, 524; note 7.64.2a  
153 For the assemblage of Akropolis korai, see Appendix 3.  
[52] 
Date 
B.C.E
A.K
Head 
Sliced 
Torso 
Total 
Damage 
Head 
Only 
Inventory No. 
570-560 2 2 2 2 582, 589 
560-550 3 3 2 2 *677, 619, 593
550-540 3 2 2 2 1 269/163/164, 584, 656 
540-530 2 2 2 2 626, *585 
530 7 4 2 2 1 
602, 679, 678, 669, 660, 
1361, 253 
530-520 2 1 - - 614, 680 
525 3 1 1 1 - 682, 681, 672
520 8 7 3 3 3 
*670, 611, 612, 598, 639,
645, 652, 671
520-510 3 2 2 2 1 673, 666, 659 
510 4 3 1 - 3 683, 643/307, 636, 661 
510-500 6 6 4 4 
3511, 1360, 613, 675, 584, 
603 
500 7 5 4 4 1 
696/493, 674, 668, 594, 
595, 667, 662 
500-490 7 6 3 3 
601, 605, 676, 600, 604, 
685, 303 
490 9 9 2 2 5 
687, 628, *684, 641, 650, 
616, 651, 649, 588 
490-480 1 1 - - 615 
480 7 5 3 2 3 
688, 686/609, 627, 646, 
640, 664, 648 
Total 74 59 33 31 18 
FIGURE 25 TABLE: SUMMARY OF DELIBERATE DAMAGE CAUSED TO AKROPOLIS KORAI. 
Source of Dates: Karakasi, 2003. 161. 
Analysis of Korai: Nestor N., 2017. 
Key: A.K.: total number of kore for the period; Total Damage: notable destruction to head and torso; Head Only: No torso discovered. 
Inventory Numbers that have been underlined are the korai which Lindenlauf (1997) assessed and concluded were intentionally 
destroyed, while the (*) identifies those which she believed were beheaded. 
[53] 
Like the Agora’s deposits, the Persian objective upon the Akropolis and the korai was to eliminate the 
possibility of repairs and disassociate the Athenians from their sacred space.154 The attacks on the korai 
do not appear to be simply a random attack by ‘barbarians’: Herodotus reports Athenian exiles, including 
the Peisistratidae, were among the Persian command and participated in sacrifices following the 
destruction of the Akropolis (8.53-4). Hence, it is possible that the targeting of korai which have been 
chronologically placed following the overthrowing of the tyrants and the victory of Marathon appears to 
be a coordinated attack by two parties motivated by mutually agreeable circumstances.  
Based on their cultural symbolism, the manner of harm brought upon these monuments caused such a 
psychology disturbance to a people regarded as being… 
…far more devoted to religion than other men (Paus.1.24.3).  
…the korai were buried to hide the traces of the mutilation. Hurwitt states that while the repairing of 
sculptures was not unusual in ancient Greece, and broken or damaged votives were not regarded as 
“offensive to the religious sensibilities of a worshipper, nor an affront to the divinity” the korai’s 
condition following the invasion was irreversible.155 Hence, instead of setting to work to repair their 
agalmata, the Athenians buried their korai around the sacred spaces of the Akropolis’ sanctuaries where 
they remained until the 19thcentury.156 The majority were buried around two of the most sacred Athenian 
buildings, the Erechtheion and Parthenon (Fig.26:Map), while others were placed around the classical 
period House of the Arrephoroi, and behind ‘northern wall’ of the Akropolis which itself became a living 
memorial.157 The north wall overlooked the Athenian Agora and displayed remains including metopes, 
architrave blocks, and triglyphs from the city’s sacred temple, the Archaios Neos. Built into the wall and 
visible today, are the twenty-nine unfluted column drums from the unfinished ‘Older Parthenon’. 
Wherever possible, the Athenians reused the debris of their city to act as a permanent reminder of the 
sacrilege caused by the hands of the invaders. Within the sanctuary, other ancestral landmarks such as 
the Cyclopean masonry boulders that formed the Bronze Age Mycenaean Wall reconnected the 
Athenians 800-year-old past with the classical Propylaea. 158 Delving into their historical past would be a 
154 Akr. no: 654; 669; 659; 643; 612; 696; 662. 
155 “Greek sculptors knew how to put two pieces of marble together when they wish” Hurwit 1989, 59-60. 
156 Based on the nature of the korai and their significance to Athenian culture, Lindenlauf’s (1997) analysis that these gifts to the gods were 
used in “grading the hill on the citadel” is rather peculiar when we consider that these people were technically advanced both in agriculture 
and architecture with the means of grading hills without the use of a sacred monument, cited by, Karakasi 2003, 130.  
157 Location of korai. Near Propylaea: 2; North Wall: 3; Parthenon: 15; Erechtheion: 33; Unknown: 20. 
158 Part of the Periklian reconstruction program in the mid-fifth-century was to incorporate Athenian Mycenaean history by integrating into 
the new temples, materials from the Akropolis archaeological past, including the 13th century Cyclopean Wall. These Bronze Age Giants that 
the architect Mnesikles left preserved includes the 20 m long and 6 m wide wall which reconnected to the south west wing of the Classical 
Propylaea. The wall was intended to be a physical continuation that following the destruction connected Athenians to their ancestors. 
[54] 
common theme by Athenians who throughout the fifth-century applied their culture to reconnect to their 
ancestral homeland that was repeatedly desolated by foreigners and Greeks alike. 
describes Mnesikles’ vision as “classical marble masonry against the boulders placed there by their ancestors 800 years prior”. Hurwit and 
Newton 2004, 62.  
Built during the periods of Themistokles and Kimon, the northern wall of the Akropolis played on its position of looking over the Agora, by 
being a symbolic of commemoration, or a “moving display of ruins…a testimony to Persian sacrilege” Hurwit and Newton 2004, 70; 116. Also 
in Hurwit 1999 142; Kouser 2009, 271; Steiber 2004, 13. 
FIGURE 26 MAP: AKROPOLIS KORAI LOCATION. 
ATHENIAN AKROPOLIS (2ND CENTURY AD). MARKING WITH DOTS THE BURIAL OF 54 
KNOWN (20 UNKNOWN) KORAI AROUND THE PARTHENON, ERECHTHEUS, HOUSE OF THE 
ARREPHOROI, AND NORTHERN WALL. 
Source: Source: Karakasi, 2003. 130. 
Graphic Enhancement: Nestor, N. 2017. 
[55] 
The Akropolis korai were not statues, nor aesthetic decorations for a citadel. These agalmata represented 
a form of realism of an Athenian kore who participated in her polis’ cultural practices, and our inability to 
identify them does not reflect their anonymity within Athenian customs.159 The korai were the daughters 
of Athenian citizens and their patron god. The desecration of these monuments was one act among many 
traumatic episodes which invasion delivered and threatened the Athenians by a manner of destruction 
aimed to disconnect and drive them from their land. Kousser notes that even today there is something 
"viscerally upsetting" when we see their mutilated faces and torsos.160 The desecration of the Akropolis 
Korai, along with Attica’s sanctuaries, homes and the Athenian Agora cut deep into the Athenian psyche 
and forever shifted the Athenians’ culture.  
The core outcome taken from this investigation is significant and allows for a re-examination of 
subsequent fifth-century Athenian behaviour through the lens of art, tragedy and history.161 The trauma 
of war and devastation inflicted on people is not unique nor confined to the Athenians. However, a 
historian engaged in geopolitical policy and imperial behaviour and culture, including tragedy, cannot 
underestimate the impact this has on people who drove their city’s decisions during the fifth and fourth-
century. We now need to address how the Athenians recovered and survived from becoming 
permanently apolis in 480/79. 
159 Stieber 2004, 21. Keesling 2003, 99-100. 
160 Kousser 2009, 272. 
161 Even though Thompson (1981, 344) acknowledges that Athens was destroyed by the Persians, he is of the opinion that the Athenians 
dumped perfectly useful material into wells and deposits. 
[56] 
Part 3: 
Cultural Repair and Memory: Iconography 
Athenian Psychological Healing 
“Then the Athenians were seized alike with rage at this betrayal, and with 
sullen dejection at their utter isolation. Of fighting alone with an army of 
so many myriads they could not seriously think; and as for the only thing 
left them to do in their emergency, namely, to give up their city and stick to 
their ships, most of them were distressed at the thought, saying that they 
neither wanted victory nor understood what safety could mean if they 
abandoned to the enemy the shrines of their gods 
and the sepulchres of their fathers” 
Plutarch Themistokles, 9.4. 
[57] 
their culture in public spaces and ceramic vessels.164 These artists often 
portrayed their contemporary catastrophe through the guise of local myth. The representation of 
memory and culture in sculpture and painting, on wood and ceramic, is important as they “reflect the 
mood and attitudes of their day”.165 Boardman has argued that it would be a “mistake” to think 
iconography was intended by either an individual or the state as a means of propaganda. He suggests the 
162 Davies’ generational table is based on a separation of 33 years, per family generation. Davies 1981, 31-3. 
“That man is a fool (μῶρος) who imagines he is firmly prosperous and is glad. For in its very nature fortune, like a crazed man, leaps now in 
one direction, now in another, and the same man is never fortunate forever”. Eur. Tro. 1203-4 
164 Matheson (2017) states that Polygnotos of Thasos is “the first painter to depict emotion by such devices as ‘opening the mouth, showing 
the teeth, and giving variety to the face’ as well as introducing techniques that created spatial effects, by abandoning the earlier Greek 
painting characteristic of single ground lines.  
165 Boardman 2001, 171. 
FIGURE 27 (A and B): ACHILLES PAINTER.
ATHENIAN MEMORY SCENE OF
FATHER AND SON. 
Museum: Berlin 
Date: 450-445 B.C.E 
Preface 
One consideration that we need to make when studying fifth-century 
Athens is that the Athenian generation that inspired Western thought and 
art either lived or were the children whose parents and families survived  
the invasion and destruction of their city in 480-479. Throughout the fifth 
century, these generations experienced further disasters: more invasions, 
loss of life on overseas campaigns, plagues, and a humiliating defeat 
(Xen.Hell.2.21-3). From the late sixth, throughout the fifth and into the 
fourth centuries, about 4 to 5 generations of Athenian men and women 
confronted these experiences almost without any period of peace.162 
Metoikia and the prospect of becoming apolis was a situation that 
consistently overshadowed the city and its inhabitants (Eur.Tro.1203-4).163 
Following the Persian catastrophe, not only did Athenian men and women 
unite to rebuild physical defences of their polis (Thuc.1.89), from the 
evidence, it is clear that they also developed ways to reconnect with their 
customs in the domestic and public sphere. The iconography on ceramic 
Type: Lekythos 
Technique: White-ground vases now appears to evolve into intimate or anthropological scenes that 
Inv. No. 1983.1 
Source: Oakley, 1997. Plate 141 
Capturing the human emotions that 
come from the endless cycles of war 
was a reality that confronted 
generations of Athenian families. On 
this particular lekythos, the toll has an 
impact on a father who himself had 
survived battle but instead had to bury 
and grieve for his son. The elderly 
standing at gravesites of young 
filled cultural spaces or voids left by the landscape’s destruction (e.g. 
sanctuaries). Athenians narrated their ancestral memory and self-identity 
through tragedy, prose, and imagery. Over the course of the fifth-century, 
beginning with the Master, Polygnotos of Thasos, and later others, 
including the Achilles Painter (Fig.27-29), painters immortalised 
deceased warriors is one of the themes 
the master painter creates. 
[58] 
images depicted on vases “have a great potential for our understanding of 
Greek society”, especially that of fifth-century Athens.166  
Athens may have been victorious to expel the invaders and secure alliances 
of their fellow Greeks in and around the Aegean, but archaeological evidence 
shows the destruction turned the city into a desolate landscape, barren of 
civic infrastructure and devoid of a physical and cultural character. The 
Persian invasion had stripped the Athenians of their identity, portrayed in 
public and domestic spaces. As a consequence of the traumas and absence of 
a physical space to practice common customs, these people spent the next 
century rebuilding their cultural identity albeit through another great war, 
and plague. However, in their arts, people created a linear historical narrative 
of invasion. Attica’s artists looked towards their mythology and with their 
exceptional hands to created scenes on panel paintings that adorned public 
space for over six centuries, and thousands of red-figure and white-ground 
ceramic vessels. Athenians embraced their sculptors who by the middle of the 
fifth-century immortalised their suffering, and above all their endurance, on 
landmarks such as the Akropolis and around the Agora. In theatre, they 
relived emotions of becoming apolis and the perils and sufferings it caused. 
One tragedian mainly was able to portray their anxiety. Euripides. Tragedies 
including Medea, Women of Troy, and Hecube captured the spirit of what it 
meant to become apolis and be deprived of one’s customs when the polis fell to an enemy, or when 
displaced with no possibility of ever returning home. Euripides expressed the struggles of a refugee bereft 
of their polis.  
O fatherland, O house, may I never be bereft of my city (apolis), never have a life of helplessness, a 
cruel life, most pitiable (Eur.Med.645). 
Too traumatised to recount explicit details, Athenians expressed their memories and protected 
themselves through their culture and through the power in re-creating and re-enacting their mythologies. 
The Athenian response to their catastrophe was to fill the cultural void left by invasion and destruction, 
which intended to keep their citizens displaced by filling in spaces of memory and reconnecting 
themselves to the landscape that their enemies had intentionally destroyed. Boardman highlighted, vases 
were especially important “at a level of education and shared thought and experience”.167 We must 
166 Ibid. 171. 
167 Boardman 2001, 173. 
FIGURE 28: THE ACHILLES
PAINTER; ATHENIAN DAUGHTERS 
DEPICTED ON A WHITE GROUND 
LEKYTHOS. 
Museum: National Archaeological 
Museum Athens. 
Date: Early c.460/455-450 B.C.E 
Type: Lekythos. 
Technique: White-ground. 
Inv. No. 12787 
Source: Ap. Olga Tzachou-Alexandri, 
1998. Plate 10. 
[59] 
acknowledge the Persian forces that desecrated Attica and other regions of mainland Greece, also 
consisted of Greek forces compelled, or like the Thebans, willingly lined up against their fellow Greeks 
(Hdt.7.93-95;132).168 This assessment is significant when we consider the degree of destruction the city 
had sustained in 480-479. An image that appears on a vase following the invasion depicting the sacking of
a city, its sanctuary violated, ancestral space desolated, and its inhabitants slaughtered is the Kleophrades
Painter's hydria (Fig.33). These events were the real-life experiences of many Athenian artists, including
the tragedians, or their families that lived to tell the story, their suffering, and their endurance
Heroic tales such as the Amazonomachy and the Sack of Troy were spaces, 
which these individuals could find a place to express themselves, to retell 
and remember their experiences. In the absence of their temples, and the 
mutilation of their agalmata, painting or performing the experiences of the 
contemporary past naturally fell upon painters and tragedians such as the 
Kleophrades Painter.169 The painters contributed to revive Athenian identity
and culture through their immortal assemblage of ceramic ware and 
painting techniques and masters including the Achilles Painter (470-425) 
continued displaying customs which disappeared from the landscape with 
168 See Appendix 4.2 for the list of mainland Greek cities in Herodotus that were either willing or compelled to march against Athens.  
169 Boardman (1975, 91-2) and Arias (1962, 328) state that the Kleophrades Painter (c.505-475 B.C.E.), along with the Berlin Painter, are the 
two greatest red figure artists of the early fifth century. The Kleophrades Painter is named after the potter whose signature appears one a 
Paris cup (one of two), and is believed to be the son of Amasis, the great black figure potter/painter.  
FIGURE 29: THE ACHILLES 
private, and accessible cultural ware such as the white ground lekythos.
PAINTER; ATHENIAN DAUGHTER
DEPICTED ON WHITE GROUND 
LEKYTHOS.  
Museum: National Archaeological 
Museum Athens.  
Date: Early 445-435 B.C.E 
Type: Lekythos 
Technique: White-ground 
Inv. No. 1823 
Source: Ap. Plate 45. 
Athenian women become the focus of 
attention following the Persian 
invasions which resulted in the 
destruction of the Akropolis kora. 
[60] 
7. Iconography: Domestic Space
Within the homes of Attica throughout the middle half of the fifth-
century, red-figure pottery evoked through displacement the 
brutality of the city’s sacking. These vessels depict the mannerisms of 
the enemy’s style of warfare in the guise of invading Amazons 
wearing Persian outfits and inflicting losses amongst Greeks. Good 
examples of such imagery are seen on the red-figure dinos of 
c.440-430, attributed to the Group of Polygnotos (Fig.30-1), and a
volute krater by the Painter of the Woolley Satyrs (Fig.32) of c.460.
The vessels depict the battle between Theseus and the Amazons.170
7.1. Invasion Guised in Mythology: Vases 
The absence or void created by the invasion can be identify that 
between the sacred Akropolis site laying in ruins for three decades, 
there is a cultural stand-in whereby Attic painters are filling the 
domesticated space with cultural identity markers such as religious 
rituals, and mythic battles disguised in contemporary history.
Although made decades after the invasion, the dinos and volute-
krater predate the Parthenon’s decoration. The vessels are arguably a 
representation of fighting during the invasion of Athens. The Group 
of Polygnotos imagery shows a hand combat scene between an 
Amazon and Greek taking place near an olive tree (Fig.30, side A), 
which most likely is a reference to the olive tree that stood on the 
sacred citadel of Akropolis where Herodotus recounts the Persians 
met resistance in 480 (8.55). According to the Athenians, before the invasion, the sacred tree was within 
the shrine of their ‘earthborn’ king, Erechtheus, and had been planted by the city’s patron goddess 
Athena during the contest with her uncle Poseidon to lay claim to the city.171 Pausanias reports in a 
170 Although the vase by the Painter of the Woolley Satyrs comes approximatly two decades later, the theme demonstrates that the conflict 
between the Greeks and their adversories never really subsided. The 63.5cm height ceramic vessel shows the scene of Greeks fighting 
Amazons in a theme, and above all, a technique that captures realism in the movement of the human figure which the sculptors of the frieze 
come to adopt. It is of this style, Boardman argues which gave rise to the High Classical form by sculptors such as Pheidias.  
Boardman 2001, 97. 
171 Hdt. 8.55. Paus. 1.27.2 
FIGURE 30: THE GROUP OF POLYGNOTOS;
COMBAT OF ATTIC HEROES WITH
AMAZONS, SIDE A. 
Museum: British Museum 
Size: 25 x 34 cm.  
Type: Dinos 
Technique: Red-figure 
Date: 440-430 B.C.E. 
Inv. No. 1899,0721.5 
Side A: Beside the symbolic Athenian olive 
tree an Amazon (with crested helmet), sets 
deadly aim to the exposed chest of a young 
Greek hoplite, who aims to strike his 
advisory with his short sword. Behind him 
(far right), another youth (Akamas) 
advances with caution; head behind his 
hoplon (shield). On far left, another Amazon 
wielding a battle-axe, quiver and bow, 
comes running into combat at full speed. 
FIGURE 31: THE GROUP OF POLYGNOTOS;
COMBAT OF ATTIC HEROES WITH 
AMAZONS, SIDE B. 
Inv. No. 1899,0721.5 
Side B: Theseus far left strides forward with 
sword to strike Andromache, the fallen and 
wounded Amazon Queen (brandishing 
battle-axe and bow). Right of Andromache, 
are three mounted Amazons charging into 
the battle and wielding long spears, axe, and 
bow.  
[61] 
symbolic gesture for the reconstruction of the polis and the return of its people; the tree returned to life 
the very next morning (1.27.2).172 
The Polygnotan dinos, figure 31, side B, shows the Amazon Queen, Andromache, charging the line of 
Greek hoplites, which again parallels to scenes described before and during the Battle of Plataea where 
Herodotus describes the Persian cavalry successfully attacking Greek lines.173 It should not come as a 
surprise that with limited access to writing material, or daily recitals by historians such as Herodotus, the 
vase was the ideal medium for expressing the past. For Athenians, the representation of mythology in art 
“was regarded as part of their history”174 and such vases capture the struggle and complexity for all those 
involved in the Persian invasion of Greece. For example, in figures 30-1, the Amazons are not only in 
Persian dress, like Andromache and the Amazon in figure 30, they also wear Greek helmets. By this mean, 
the artist possibly refers to the many Greeks who at the time of the Persian advance into Greece, allied 
with the Persian King. 175 These included Hellenes from the main cities of Boeotia and Macedon. 
Herodotus (9.32.2) estimates 50,000 Greeks assembled their position at Plataea including infantry and 
cavalry. According to our sources, the Theban leadership had an inflamed relationship with Athens during 
this period. Thebes faced the Athenians at the Battle of Platea where the Athenians in setting out to assist 
the besieged Lacedaemonians, Herodotus says, by “Greek allies of the King” (Hdt.9.61). Before 480-79 
and with Athenian demokratia in its infancy, the Boeotians seized an opportunity to lead various attacks 
into Attica (Hdt.5.74;5.77). Thucydides recounts that Thebes sparked the outbreak of the second 
Peloponnesian War (431 B.C.E).176 Finally, Xenophon notes how at the conclusion of the Peloponnesian 
War, the Thebans wished to destroy Athens once again (Xen.Hel.2.2.19).  
172 “Legend also says that when the Persians fired Athens, the olive was burnt down, but on the very day it was burnt it grew again to the 
height of two cubits”. Paus. 1.27.2 
173 Hdt. 9.39-40; 9.49; 9.52; 9.68. 
174 Boardman 2001, 169. 
175 See Appendix 4.2 which is the list of Greek mainland cities alone Herodotus describes were compelled or willingly marched upon Athens 
and Appendix 4.3 listing the rival poleis that invaded Attica prior to 480-479 B.C.E.. 
176 Thuc.2.2. 
[62] 
 The Sack of Troy on sculpture and vases suggests that the 
Persian destruction of Athens in 480-479 cannot squarely fall on 
the Persians and their Asiatic subjects alone, nor does it appear 
that the Athenians made exclusive distinctions of race when 
remembering their catastrophe. Rather, the iconographic 
evidence from the fifth century strongly suggests a culture 
continuously responding to threats imposed by invasion from 
various people, including Greeks, with scenes depicting enduring 
victories with heroic, but unmistakable defeat and self-sacrifice 
from its population.177  
7.2.  Apolis: the Kleophrades Painter’s hydria 
imagery, the vase appears to have been made in the aftermath  
of the invasion (Fig.33).178 Boardman states that the story of 
Troy was one, which the Greeks “could never leave alone”, and during the first quarter of the fifth-
century, the epic accounted for 75% of red-figure Archaic ceramics, of which the Kleophrades Painter 
was responsible for approximately one in ten.179 Nevertheless, the Kleophrades Painter was neither an 
“ordinary artist”, nor an “illustrator”180.  
Representations of the Trojan War allowed artists such as the Kleophrades Painter to depict fellow 
Greeks guised within myth as participants to traumatic scenes that take place when a city is sacked. The 
‘Sack of Troy’ displayed on a common hydria, bound a mythological subject to a contemporary event and 
thus introduced history into a private and personal setting. The destruction of Athens touched all its 
residents, and the portrayal of Greeks on domestic ceramics personally reminded 
177 Kousser 2009, 263. Also Herodotus (7.93-5) reports that there were a total of 307 Greek ships that sailed to Attica in 480 B.C.E. See 
Appendices. 4.1-2. 
178 Boardman notes that the ‘Sack of Troy’ depicted on the hydria was one of the Kleophrades Painter’s later, rather than earlier works, and 
480-479B.C.E. were “not years which an Athenian would easily forget” Boardman 1976, 14-5. 
179 Boardman 1976, 3; 14.
180 Boardman 1976, 3; 13.
FIGURE 32: THE PAINTER OF THE WOOLLY SATYRS;
AMAZONOMACHY AND LAPITHS FIGHTING CENTAURS  
Painter: Museum: Metropolitan Museum 
Date: c.450B.C.E One of the most evocative scenes of invasion, pillage, rape, and 
Size: 63.5 cm. height 
Type: Volute-krater 
Technique: Red-figure abandonment of one’s shrines captured on Attic ceramic in the 
Inv. No. 07.286.84 
Source: Boardman, 2001. 96 and Mertens, 2010. 125. immediate aftermath of the invasion is the “Sack of Troy” hydria 
Photo: Metropolitan Museum 
Description: On the main belly, riding on horseback is by the Kleophrades Painter. Based on its explicit graphical 
Amazonian Queen Hippolyte strikes at a fallen Greek’s 
who protects himself with his hoplon. To the right and 
helmet, exposing his face is the Attik hero Theseus.  
[63] 
Athenians that not only foreigners participated in the sack of their 
country, but included Greeks, men who supposedly shared 
customs with Athenians (Hdt.7.93-95;132).  
The disturbing graphic of the Sack of Troy encircling the 
Kleophrades Painter’s hydria’s shoulder is perhaps one of the most 
powerful scenes ever painted on an Attic vase (Fig.33).181 In the 
top left and right corners of figure 33, we spot a helmeted but 
fleeing Aeneas (top-left, back turned) with a shield (snake-crest), 
accompanied by his young son, Askanios, with the hero  
pulling his father Anchises who is reluctant to abandon his 
ancestral homeland. These are the figures who become the 
stateless wanders of Troy, and in this original setting, Aeneas and 
the survivors from his family are by no means the founders of 
Rome, rather, they represent the Athenians who are forced to 
abandon their homeland. In regards to the image directly 
opposite, Boardman identifies another elderly person, Aithra (top-
right) being rescued by her two grandsons, who are the sons of 
Theseus.182 While the woman, who like Anchises, appears content to accept her fate and remain with the 
burning polis, Aithra’s rescue is an escape from slavery.183 The Kleophrades Painter hydria is perhaps the 
first iconographical representation presenting the complex layers of apolis that we have in Greek art 
history.184 
Significant as it is confronting, is the image of Kassandra (Fig.33, middle-left) desperately gripping onto 
a palladion from which she is pulled away by the Lesser Ajax, a Greek invader.185 This scene takes place in 
a sacred space, a temple whereby it was custom for people to seek asulia (asylum). While Garland states 
that the Greeks observed the principle of asylum for those that sought protection in sanctuaries, the 
181 Boardman (1976, 15) states that “no other artist was moved to portray The Sack in this way”. He also noted (1975, 94) that “never before 
or since” has the Sack of Troy been depicted in this way “not merely the cruelty – sacrilege, murder, rape, despair – but courage too”, 
referring to the Trojan woman fighting back with a pestle. 
182 The sons names are Akamas and Demophon. Arias 1962, 330. 
183 Boardman 1975, 8. 
184 and scholars of the Beazley Archive and Boardman (1976, 15) state that this multi-figure narration was likely to have been painted shortly 
after the sacking of the Akropolis.  
185 A pallodion was a primitive block like form of the goddess Athena, which in the mythical tale of Troy was stolen by Odysseus and 
Diomedes, but in fifth-century Athens resided in the Archaios Naos (Old temple).  
FIGURE 33: KLEOPHRADES PAINTER; SACK OF
TROY HYDRIA. 
TROJANS ABANDONING THEIR POLIS, THE
PROCESS OF APOLIS DEPICTED IN GREEK ART. 
Museum: Naples, Museo Nazionale Archeologico 
Technique: Red-figure 
Date: early fifth c. 
Inv. No.: 2422 
Source: Boardman, 2010. 88. 
Photo: ARFH 
Top Left: A fleeing Aeneas (back turned), pulling 
his father, Anchises and accompanied by 
Askanios. 
Top Right: A seated Aithra rescued by her 
grandson, another generation touched by war. 
Middle Left: Kassandra being pulled away from 
the Palladion by the Lesser Ajax. 
Centre: Priam holding the slain body of a 
grandchild (possibly Astyanax). His fate in the 
hands of the invader Neoptolemos. 
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Athenians camped on the Akropolis certainly did not find theirs in 480.186 Once again, like Herodotus 
description of Persian battle scenes corresponding with the iconography of Amazonomachy, Kassandra 
grasping an important religious object, the Palladion of Athena, connects moments from a cultural epic 
that parallel with the situation confronted by the Athenians who remained behind to take refuge in 
Athena’s temple in 480. 
Carved from olive wood, in Athens, the palladion (Fig.33, middle-left) was the sacred idol of Athena 
Polias, Guardian of the City.187 While the only evidence we have of the agalma (statue) comes from 
literary sources, there are a variety of ornaments and ceramic vessels including graphic representation as 
seen on the Kleophrades Painter’s hydria and the later, the Kasandra Cup by the Kodros Painter.188 
Historically, the statue was an ancient religious relic whose origins were possibly from the Mycenaean 
period.189 The appearance on the hydria is profound, for the palladion was central to the Athenians’ most 
sacred festival, the Panathenaea. In honouring their patron god Athena, the Panathenaea was a highly 
symbolic event that highlighted the important role women and their daughters played as custodians of 
Athenian culture.190 Athenians adorned the pallaidon in a saffron-coloured peplos that was one of the 
most consecrated items on the Akropolis. Each year during the Panathenaea, a newly woven purple 
peplos with victorious mythological scenes (e.g. Gigantomachy) would be made and fitted by an annually 
selected group of Athenian women and girls (Ergastinai and Arrhephoroi) who would begin the process 
through a festival of its own, the Chalkeia.191 The importance and involvement of the city’s korai 
(daughters), married and maiden, combined with the significance of the palladion and the festival itself. 
The 2ndcentury AD Athenian orator and sophist Aelius Aristides (Aristid.Or.362) declared that for 
Athenians, the Panathenaea was “the city’s gift that holds all the rest together”, referring to the religious 
186 Garland 2014, 120-1. 
Although not part of this research, it is worth noting that along the theme on becoming stateless, tragedians like Euripides in Medea, 
Madness of Herakles and Descendants of Herakles also proclaimed Athens’ compassion to provide sanctuary for those who sought it, and 
refused to yield to any demands by those who wished them back. Of course the most famous asylum seeker is Sophokles Oedipous at 
Kolonos who seeks his sanctuary in Athens (Soph. OC 254), cited in Garland 2014, 126-7.  
187 Hurwit 1999, 22. 
188 Avramidou 2011, 118. 
189 Hurwit 1999 20. 
Avramidou 2011, Plate 16a; 118. 
190 The Panathenaia took place in Athens annually, however every four years the festival was would become the "Great Panathenaia" with its 
inclusion of competitions. Aelius Aristides describes (Panathenaic Oration, 362) that the Panathenaea was the oldest, or second oldest 
festival in Greece, while references in the Iliad (2.546-51) of the sacrifices of rams and bulls carried out on the Akropolis are associated with 
an early festival of the Panathenaia. Hurwit 1999, 54; 333. 
191As part of Greater Panathenaea, a greater peplos (4-8m) with Gigantomachy scenes was woven by men and was fitted as a sail upon a 
trireme which fought honourably in the Persian Wars. Hurwit 1999, 21; 44-5. 
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festival as the connection for all Athenians, regardless of their socio-economic background and location 
throughout Attica.192 
At the time of the Persian advance, the venerable olive wood image of Athena Polias inhabited the 
Archaios Neos, a limestone building, Doric in its architecture with stylised similarities with her half-
brother’s (Apollo) temple at Delphi.193 The significance with the Kleophrades Painter’s hydria to the 
chronology of events is that the Athenians evacuated the Palladion and the majority of the population to 
Troezen, Aegina and Salamis before Xerxes’ forces reached the Akropolis summit (Hdt.8.41). However, 
without its guardian to protect the defenders - “temple stewards and needy folk” (Hdt.8.51) - who 
remained on the submit, the scenes must have resembled what the Kleophrades Painter captures in the 
‘Sack of Troy’ hydria. The Archaios Neos, along with the infant Hekatompedon (or Older Parthenon), was 
stripped and torn down before being consumed by the fire which tore through the sanctuary. In 
recounting these events with the hydria vessel, the Kleophrades Painter forces the viewer with another 
confronting and the grizzly scene, which is the figure in the centre being another helpless but reluctant 
old person, Priam, who is seated on an altar, smeared in blood, but refusing to abandon his city.194 The 
wounded old king is pictured holding the body of his slain grandchild (Astyanax), already slaughtered by 
the same invader who had by now struck the old man on the head and shoulder. Priam is seen covering 
his face with his hands, helplessly trying to protect himself from the inevitable blow of an iron blade. In 
this instance, the Kleophrades Painter makes sure that his audience neither misses nor underestimate the 
significance of this moment. The scene’s centrality is articulated by the slight separation from the other 
violent acts which are unfolding. The painter has slightly enlarged Priam and presented a clear view of his 
attacker, Neoptolemos. In comparison to the other weaponry, there is a significant exaggeration of the 
blade (machaira) in width and length raised over the head of the unsympathetic invader. With his left 
hand, Neoptolemos seizes the king by the shoulder, holding the old man steady and with his right arm 
raised, is poised to deliver the final blow that will end Priam’s life and bloodline.195 The iconography on 
this hydria is a significant representation by artist and the poets who chose this part of the story of the 
Trojan War. It represents what Greeks such as Thucydides (1.22.4) thought of the repeated cycle of wars 
and invasions, for the final blow of Priam’s family was not inflicted by Achilles, but by his son 
Neoptolemos. 
Threes also bound the images depicted on the hydria. It illustrates three different families with three 
generations between each one that has experienced the trauma of war, invasion, rape and death. One 
192 Aristid. Or. 362.  
193 Hurwit and Newton 2004, 107. 
194 Arias 1962, 330. 
195 Boardman, 1976. 8. 
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survives by having to abandon their ancestral homeland, the second, a slave, is reunited with her family 
Kleophrades Painter is a memorial for those left behind during the first Persian invasion into Athens. 
The imagery portrayed on the hydria gives an anthropomorphic depiction to the invasion and 
encompasses beyond the structural material destroyed and deposited into wells. Here, the painter 
recreates human reality that comes with invasion. Centuries later Plutarch historically reports the scene 
in the following passage. 
Besides, many who were left behind on account of their great age invited pity (Plutarch.Them.10. 5-6.) 
During the fifth-century, architectural iconography through sculpture on buildings such as the Parthenon 
came to serve the Athenians as fixed memorials representing Athenian history and cultural identity. 
However, during the three decades interim, domestic ceramics and as I will now describe, paintings, 
cultural heritage and public buildings emerged on the landscape of the Athenian Agora throughout the 
470s and 460s as a means of reconnecting from the trauma and destruction of heritage that invasion 
caused.  
and city, while the family line of the third ends miserably in death and slavery . The scene created by the 
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8. Iconography: Public Space
Once the Athenians reclaimed their land, its people responded to repair their city and society through 
their culture by successfully applying mythology to elevate their history as a permanent feature on the 
landscape. The representation of epic battles that appeared in domestic ceramics that allowed the 
Athenians to keep a contemplative distance from the real events of 480-479 flowed into the public 
space.196 The purpose of these monuments aimed to bring together Athenians’ memories  traumatic and 
enduring past wars and invasions. Contrary to modern ideological interpretations, the images represent 
sacrifices people made in defending their ancestral lands and culture during difficult periods. Iconography 
depoliticised the contemporary friction and defused any antagonisms that showed class distinctions. 
Although royalty was a relic of the past, stories of Athens’ kings, queens, maidens, and demi-gods became 
important mediums in expressing the virtues of self-sacrifice. Hence heroes and heroines included 
Erechtheus, and Theseus, Praxithea and Aglauros. These figures unified Athens’ vast and scattered 
population.  
8.1.  Athenian identity and self-sacrifice. 
Athenian culture was built on creating an identity and a sense of remembrance of triumphing through 
adversity and despair rather than self-aggrandising. The mythicoritual Athenian nexus comprised of 
mortal women and men who sacrificed themselves for their city.197 Along with Praxithea, who appears in 
Euripides’ tragedy Erechtheus, another of its heroines includes the divine patroness Aglauros, whose 
sanctuary stood on the east side slope of the Akropolis. Aglauros was the goddess first invoked as a 
witness in an extensive line of gods which the Athenian ephebes would swear their oaths.198 The 
archaeological evidence which bears the oath was discovered on fourth-century stelae in the Attic deme 
of Acharnai.199 The Ephebic Oath, which scholars debate dates to the archaic period, was the pledge taken 
by an Athenian youth. Once turning 18 years of age, and having registered and been accepted into his 
respective tribe, a young Athenian vowed to defend the state.200 It was an oath of allegiance to Athens 
and embedded in Athenian religion.201 Aglauros had earned her ‘cultic persona’ by giving her life to save 
196 “The trauma of these events was lessened but not forgotten through the use of myth” Kousser 2009, 277. 
197 Sourvinou-Inwood 2011, 24-5. 
198 Plut. Alc. 15.4; Dem. 19.303.; Sourvinou-Inwood 2011, 25. 
199 Kellogg 2013, 263-74. 
200 Siewert 1977, 104, Kellogg 2013, and Sourvinou-Inwood 2011, 29. 
Aristot. Const. Ath. 42.1-3.  
201 Steinbock 2011, 296.  
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the city from an invading force, and a young Athenian too was required to perform this duty in protecting 
the polis from external and internal threats, which is a theme discussed in Part 4.202  
I will not disgrace these sacred arms, and I will not desert the comrade beside me wherever … I 
will defend our sacred and public institutions … I will obey those who for the time being exercise 
sway reasonably and the established laws …. I will honour the traditional sacred institutions. 
Witnesses are the gods Aglauros … and the boundaries of the fatherland, wheat, barley, vines, 
olive-trees, fig-trees (Oath of the Epheboi).203 
Throughout the city, iconography within buildings including the Theseion presented the story of history 
through mythology. According to Pausanias (1.17) and Plutarch (Kimon.8.5-6), the Theseion was the 
building that lay in the heart of the city and was the ancestral reconnection for Athenians following their 
city’s destruction, for the site was said to contain the bones of its ancestral son, Theseus.204 According to 
Thucydides, Theseus was the mythical hero responsible for bringing together Attica’s scattered villages 
into the unified polis of Athens (2.15.2). As well as gaining political credits, following their victories over 
the Persians, strategoi such as Kimon saw the importance in reconnecting the bones of an ancient hero as 
a form of re-legitimising the natural inhabitants of Attica. Athenians had a strong connection with their 
landscape, however having to abandon their city, the level of anxiety of being autochthones (seeded of 
born from the earth) intensified in a post-Persian invasion with more urgency. Garland notes that 
contrary to the Dorians whose festival the Karneia (in honour of Apollo Karneios) celebrated their 
crossing into the Peloponnesus, the Athenians instead emphasised that they had ‘always inhabited their 
land’ (Thuc.1.2.5). For individuals such as Euripides, and Thucydides, the Athenians successfully lived on 
the land without interruption (Thuc.2.36.1) and were not random people brought together “like the fall of 
dice” (Eur.Erech.fr.50.7-10). Writing following the events, Herodotus captures the sentiments of his hosts 
in the dialogue between the Athenian envoy sent to gain the support of the Sicilian tyrant Gelon when 
news broke that the Persian Empire was advancing towards Attica.205 
We, the Athenians, are the most ancient people (ethnos), and the only Greeks who are not 
metanastai (refugees) (Hdt.7.161.3).  
Along with Themistokles, who emphasised the importance of rebuilding the defensive walls (Thuc.1.90), 
Kimon strategised Athenians reconnecting with their ancestral land. From his victories over the Persians, 
202 Philochoros FGrH 328 F 105, citied by Sourvinou-Inwood 2011, 30-1. and Kellogg 2013, 271. 
203 Siewert 1977, 103. 
204 Cited by Camp 2001, 65-6; Meritt 1970, 256. 
205 Garland 2014, 32. 
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Kimon used the booty collected from his adversaries to repair the city’s civic infrastructure, living 
conditions, andculture.206 Hence, just as the Athenians were rebuilding their desolated homes and civic 
structures, Kimon returned the bones of Theseus from the island of Skyros, and placed these within the 
newly built sanctuary. The building was painted by some of the most prominent painters of the period, 
including Polygnotos of Thasos, who painted men “better than they are”, and whose work “influenced the 
changes in vase painting” which occurred during the early-middle fifth century.207 Camp notes that the 
return of the mythical hero was part of a program that included restoring and surpassing the city’s 
condition before the Persian invasions.208 Hence, history, culture and heroism all reconnected in a critical 
moment in which the inhabitants of the land who had become a people displaced physically, visually and 
most likely, mentally, found an identity with the past. 
8.2.  Stoa Poikile: Unifying the Community 
The Stoa Poikile (Painted Stoa) was another 
significant building drawing on memorialising the 
achievements of its people from a military point. 
Built mostly from limestone, the building was the 
earliest stoa to combine the Doric order on the 
outside and Ionic on the inside (Fig.34). Located in 
the Agora, the Stoa Poikile was one of the first 
buildings constructed following the Persian 
destruction.209 With a width of 12.5m and a length 
between 42.37m-50.362m, the Stoa as it became 
known during the fourth-century, was a great landmark of Classical Athens.210 The official name 
originated from the large paintings that Pausanias describes were decorated by the city’s finest early 
fifth-century painters, including Polygnotos of Thasos, Mikon and Panainos.211 The building is cited in 
numerous inscriptions and ancient pieces of literature, including by Pausanias (1.15–16.1), who describes 
three great paintings from Athenian mythology and contemporary history. Before a Roman proconsul 
206 Kimon was the son of Miltiades, the hero of Marathon, but following the Plataea, Kimon restored his family’s name following the 
condemnation of his father, by leading the Athenians to successful campaigns in expelling the Persians from mainland Greece, and the 
Aegean Sea. His greatest military triumph came in 466 B.C.E., when he defeated the Persians in a land and sea battle, at Eurymedon 
(Thuc.1.100). Also, the Battle of Eurymedon is reported for by Plutarch (Kim. 12-13). 
207 Arist. Poetics. 1448a.5–6; 1450a.23–8, cited by Matheson (2017); also Plutarch. Kim. 50-52. Arias (1962, 16) states that the work of 
Polygnotos were some of the most important of the period.  
208 Plutarch (Kim. 13.8) states that Kimon planted trees, and the Academy was converted from an arid spot and into a well watered grove 
with clear running tracks and shady walks. Also cited by Camp 1986, 66. 
209 Shear 1984, 10-1. 
210 Camp and Mauzy 2010, 43; Shear 1984, 17. 
211 Meritt 1970, 256; Camp 1986, 69. 
FIGURE 34: STOA POIKILE (RECONSTRUCTION). 
A reconstruction of the west end of the Stoa Poikile, with its famous paintings of 
mythical and historical battle. The Stoa was one of the first buildings constructed 
in the Agora following the destruction of Athens in 480-479B.C.E.  
Source: Camp and Mauzy, 2010, The Athenian Agora: site guide. 44 
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looted the paintings, Pausanias identified iconography of the Trojan War, Athenians combating the 
Amazons, defeating the Spartans at Oinoe (Agrolid), and the Athenians’ victory over the Persians at 
Marathon. The last of these was a masterpiece painted on wooden panels by Polygnotos of Thasos.212 The 
Marathonomachoi’s presence stretched for 600 years when Pausanias documents it in his travels to 
Greece (c.150 A.D.E ).213 Created by Polygnotos without charge, the Marathonomachoi was so 
monumental that Hapokration (c.2ndcentury AD) states the Athenians granted the Thasian that rare 
Athenian thing to an outsider, citizenship.214 The fourth-century orator Aischines described the Stoa 
Poikile as the Athenian memorial “to all our noble deeds” (Aeschin.3 186.).215  
As with the retrieval of Theseus’ bones, the Stoa Poikile was constructed at the time of Kimon's 
dominance in Athenian political life (c.470-460) and part of a process described by the Director of the 
Agora Excavations as “beautifying the city”.216 Based on the scale of recovery and assemblage gathered by 
the excavation team from the Perserchutt within the Athenian Agora, we can now recognise that an 
essential aspect of the Kimonian policy aimed to repair the psychological trauma that the invasion had 
created. The Stoa operated as a lesche, a public building open to all Athenians to gather and talk about 
their daily lives, the politics of the day, an upcoming festival, or an unavoidable military campaign.217 It 
was at this Stoa where Zeno of Cyprus gathered his students (c300 B.C.E.), and the name Stoics was born.  
With its western foundations built on blocks that had been made available after the city’s destruction, the 
Stoa Poikile represented a visual commemoration of Athenian military engagements, defiance, and above 
all, unity. From the painting that depicted Athenians combating the Amazons, and Spartans, the third was 
the most significant, the Marathonomachoi, an event which played a key role in the consciousness of 
Athenian history and identity. Part 4 will analyse how the Kleisthenitic System in 490 prevented the loss
of civilian life and protected Attica’s resources by limiting the Persians to only one sea landing. While the 
Kleisthenic system could not prevent the city’s destruction in 480-479, Chapter 10 will examine how the 
212 Camp 1986, 68-9; Camp 2007, 650. 
213 Paus. 1.15.3 
214 Camp and Mauzy 2010, 43. 
215 Aeschines, Against Ctesiphon. 3 186. 
 Wycherley 1957, 32, cited by Camp 2015, 507. During the fifth-century, the building was known by the name of its builder, Peisianaktios, 
possibly the brother-in law of Kimon. Camp 1986, 68-9.  
216 Camp 1986, 67. 
217 Merritt (1970, 256) has argued based on each painter’s activity during the period that Polygnotos, Mikon and Panainos the brother (or 
nephew) of Pheidias worked on the paintings in the Stoa.  
The Stoa was the city’s truest public building, “with no one official, group, or function claiming priority for its use”. It was built for the 
purposes to be a gathering for Athenians and “it attracted huge crowds and those whose business required an audience: jugglers, sword-
swallowers, beggars, and fire-eaters” Camp and Mauzy 2010, 43. 
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the Athenians, with the mixing of the demes, protected themselves from annihilation, a
predicament that confronted many people living on the Eastern Mediterranean (Appendix.4.1).218  
218 The pains of this catastrophe and the subsequent campaigns which followed served to remind the people of their perseverance, and 
therefore, it is difficult to simply state that the Kimonian and Periklian building programs as mere “propaganda” as Hornblower has states. 
Hornblower 2011, 21. 
Athens, it is important to remember, was still engaging and losing its young men in the wars with Persia throughout the 470s. Hence, the 
Athenians cultural repair to the Persian invasions discussed in Part 3 is a testament to its people's endurance and their unbreakable ties to 
their customs, ancestral memory and history. 
"...he first divided the whole body into ten tribes instead of the existing four, wishing to mix them up, in order that more might take part 
in the government" Aristot. Const. Ath. 21.
[72] 
Part 4: 
The Kleisthenic System for Athenian 
Survival and Recovery
“Deep was their trouble and discontent at abandoning their houses 
[especially as they had only just restored their establishments after the 
Persian invasion (2.16.1)] and hereditary temples of the ancient state, 
and at having to change their habits of life and to bid farewell to what 
each regarded as his native city”
Thucydides 2.16.2. 
[73] 
9. Regional Circumstances and Demokratia
Preface 
The ancient Mediterranean is the region where “creativity and destruction go hand in hand”, where the 
environment and man-made disasters through invasion, consistently changed, and as a consequence, life 
was equally filled with “fragmentation and instability”. 219 Because of these circumstances, these people 
become ἄπολις (apolis), ἀπόδημος (apodemos), άτιμος μετανάστης; a stateless being, away from one’s 
country, from one’s home, a condemned alien, or foreigner; people driven from their homes, temples, 
and ancestral lands. Consequently, inhabitants become like seeds scattered across the Mediterranean, a 
διασπορά (diaspora), living like “ants and frogs living around the pond.”220  
For people living around this waterway during the sixth to fourth-centuries B.C.E., these situations made 
for a disordered and unbalanced environment that impacted upon various communities. With an 
‘absence of romance’, Thucydides notes that due to the nature of his region, the tragedy of a great war 
that he had lived through would continue to be part of the area’s repeated cycle that its inhabitants 
would again confront.221  
…whoever shall wish to have a clear view both of the events which have happened and of those 
which will someday, in all human probability, will happen again in the same or a similar way 
(Thuc. 1.22.4).  
Never before had so many cities been captured and then devastated (ἠρημώθησαν)… several, after their 
capture, underwent a change of inhabitants, never had there been so many exiles; never such loss of life 
(Thuc.1.23.2).222 
Wars, invasions, and displacement of people during the Late Archaic and Classical period was part of an 
epoch that Broodbank describes was “brilliant and disturbing”.223 In the case of ancient Athens, studying 
the cultural impact of repeated invasions and the people’s ability to respond and recover from these 
catastrophes has been a less active study in comparison to other fifth-century political and social 
investigations of the city. Unfortunately, the story of the Athenians has suffered partly because of their 
recovery and tenacity to endure repeated invasions and abandonment of their homes.224 However, 
219 “The Mediterranean basin, the landscape has for many centuries before the Bronze Age been deliberately re-organised to match human 
agendas, and for survival” Horden and Purcell 2000, 279. 
220 Plat. Phaedo 109b.  
221 The great war Thucydides (1.21.1-2) refers to is the Peloponnesian War (431-404 B.C.E.).  
222 οἰκήτορας μετέβαλον ἁλισκόμεναι, οὔτε φυγαὶ τοσαίδεἀνθρώπων καὶ φόνος (Thuc.1.23.2). 
223 “The rules of engagement become more codified and rationalised in ways that shape some of the most brilliant, as well as the most 
disturbing features of the Classical and later Mediterranean.” Broodbank 2013, 506. 
224 Recent works by Garland (2014) by which I am thankful, have begun to look into the various types of displaced Greeks, however the 
Athenians are rarely mentioned.  
[74] 
Thucydides (2.61.1-2) states that the Persian-led invasion of Attica in 480-479 affected the Athenians 
patterns of behaviour, customs, and nomoi.  
Deep was their trouble and discontent at abandoning their houses [especially as they had only just 
restored their establishments after the Persian invasion] and hereditary temples of the ancient 
state, and at having to change their habits of life and to bid farewell to what each regarded as his 
native city. 
Herodotus’ Historia is also a Pan-Hellenic examination of how the Greeks found themselves dispersed 
across the shores of the Mediterranean by an endless tide of war and invasion (Appendix:4.1). From the 
commencement of Book 1, Herodotus begins to explore circumstances of migration and difficulties of 
becoming stateless. The sequence of events starts when the Lydians lead their armies into the lands of 
Miletus and Smyrna (Hdt.1.15.1), Greek cities located on the Ionian coast of the Aegean Sea, while 
experiences of the Ionian Phocaeans demonstrates difficulties of a polis on the move (Hdt.1.163-8). The 
order of invasions, slavery and deported populations runs till Book 6. At this point, there is a break in the 
pattern of events, and Herodotus shifts focus onto the Athenians, who in 490 B.C.E, against the tide of 
Greek poleis falling under the rule of Lydians and Persians, march to the plains of Marathon to defend 
themselves from the first Persian invasion (Hdt.6.103-117).225 As discussed in Chapter 8, imagery 
presented of the Marathonomachoi would play a role in the Athenian psychological recovery following 
the destruction of Athens a decade later by the same adversary. I will now demonstrate how the 
structural Kleisthenic demokratia, a development of the Archaic polis, ensured Athenian economic 
recovery and survival. 
In his definition of the polis, the fourth-century philosopher and political thinker Aristotle identified three 
types of citizens (Pol.1.1252b-1253a). According to the man of Stagira, whose city Philip II destroyed in  
348 B.C.E, an individual that is by nature a political animal (ζῷον πολιτικόν) lived in a partnership of 
communities within villages that came together (sunoikismos) to form the polis. Between the 
circumstances of an individual who lives in a partnership that forms a Greek city-state, and those that by 
225 The ocean tide is a metaphor of Greek sixth century poets, including Alcaeus, who applies the incoming sea to describe man-made 
invasions. Alcaeus, P.Oxy.XV 1789. 
Having subdued Eretria they (Persians) delayed for a few days, and then sailed to the Attic land, pressing hard forward and thinking that 
they would do to the Athenians what they had done to the Eretrians; and Marathon being the fittest part of Attica for horsemen to ride 
over, and nearest to Eretria, thither they were guided by Hippias son of Pisistratus. When the Athenians learnt of this, they too marched out 
to Marathon (Hdt. 102-3). 
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definition do not, is the predicament of a citiless man: a person who once lived in a polis, but through 
misfortune (invasion or exile) has become “citiless”, or apolis.226  
During the Archaic period (early seventh-century) villages in Greece and Asia Minor, throughout the 
islands of the Aegean and Ionian Seas, and across the Eastern Mediterranean (Cyprus) came together to 
form a polis, a city, a state.227 These cities operated on an agricultural and self-sufficient means of trade, 
labour and defence.228 Between 800-500 B.C.E., over 800 Greek poleis throughout these regions had 
come together in their various sizes to protect themselves from outsiders, trade at the marketplace, and 
share in religious festivals associated with agricultural harvests. The size of these poleis varied between 
500–2,000 adult male citizens. Cities such as Athens and Sparta were different and developed bipolar 
constitutions as a result. Nevertheless, these rivals fundamentally shared the same polis principle of 
protecting their peoples’ connection with the landscape.229 Fragmented poetry from the sixth-century 
Spartan poet Tyrtaeus, offers a glimpse into the Spartan mindset and the reasons for their manner of life. 
It is a fine thing for a brave man to die where he has fallen…while fighting for his homeland, and it 
is the most painful thing of all to leave one’s city and rich fields for a beggar’s life…with mother, 
father, small children and wife…giving way to poverty and hostility.230  
Bounded by a common purpose, these villages united to attack or defend their land from encroaching 
armies seeking to expand or migrate to fertile lands.231 Archaeological evidence from the panoply of the 
early hoplite was initially a motley assemblage of weapons solely gathered together to protect the safety 
of the early Archaic communities.232 As a result, these sunoikismoi acted as a deterrent and ensured the 
survival of at least some Greek cities. The polis contained features that anthropologists classify as a 
‘closed corporate community’ where the inhabitants monopolised landholding and the community. 233 
Based on the principles of mutual interest, the polis integrated a citizen farmer or commodities producer, 
regardless of his wealth, to defend his neighbour’s lands, irrespective of his wealth and size. Hence, a 
Greek polis that could enfranchise its citizens into this model could grow in security and strength.  
226 “…that man is by nature a political animal, and a man that is by nature and not merely by fortune citiless (ἄπολις) is either low in the scale 
of humanity or above it) Pol. 1.1253a. 
227 Snodgrass 1981, 28-34; Mitchell and Ebscohost 2015, 7. 
228 According to Thucydides (1.8), these cities over time built defensive walls as a means of protecting their inhabitants. 
229 Athens had an adult male population of 40,000–50,000 in the mid- fifth century, with a citizenry hoplite army alone of approximately 
26,000. Its total population is estimated to have been in excess of 250,000. Sparta at its peak, according to Aristotle, had a citizen population 
of 10,000. Mitchell and Ebscohost 2015, 8. 
230 Tyrtaeus, Lycurg. Against Lecorates. 107). 
231 Thuc. 1.2.  
232 Snodgrass (1965, 110) states these included weapons used by warriors centuries earlier. 
233 Morris 1987, 5. 
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9.1.  Archaic Polis and Apolis 
The polis was more than a corporate analogy, but was also primarily concerned with the unity of the 
koinonia to protect the home (oikos) and its customs (nomoi). Along with the physical connection of the 
sunoikismos that included people from the urban 
(asty/ἄστυ) and rural (chora/χώρα) landscapes, the polis 
protected the invisible set of values, which connected 
private and public spaces of civic life, religion, festivals, 
marriage, and ancestral memory (Fig.35). Keeping these
values in ‘good order’ (eunomia/εὐνομία) was paramount 
to the polis, and ‘class conflict’ (stasis/στάσις) was not 
only destructive to the internal well-being of the 
community,234 but it weakened and exposed the polis to 
outside threats.235 Poetry by Homer (Ody.2.45) and 
Hesiod (WD.238-47) speak of evils falling upon an 
individual’s house when the polis is not united, and therefore is unable to protect its citizens from outside 
forces. Hesiod points out that a polis requires well-balanced order by keeping the citizenry enfranchised 
through dike, ‘justice’ (WD.238-47).236 However, injustice leads to stasis, which exposes the community to 
be “worn down by its enemies” through invasion that consequently threatens the well-being of its 
citizens with “wretched slavery”.237 In the highly fluid and volatile Mediterranean, the polis was 
vulnerable to outside threats of invasion which increased the likelihood of its citizens becoming apolis 
(Fig.36).238 In Archaic Athens, lawmakers such as Solon realised that the strength of the polis was not
based on the redistribution of land as was the case in Sparta, but the enfranchisement of its people. Laws 
attributed to Solon (c.594 B.C.E) include the elimination of debts, or “shaking off burdens” 
(seisachtheia/σεισάχθεια), returning Athenians from abroad, and offering citizenship to skilled 
immigrants.239 
234 Murray has argued that the Greek city, though rational, is “fundamentally different from any modern organization, and a good deal less 
tribal than our own political societies”. Murray 1987, 340. 
235 See the fragments of the early sixth century Athenian law maker and poet, Solon. Elegiacs. 19.254-56.  
Eunomia produced the well- ordered, well- governed state and the law- abiding citizen. Mitchell and Ebscohost 2015, 11. 
236 “There is a noise when justice is being dragged in the way where those who devour bribes and give sentence with crooked judgements, 
take her. And she wrapped in the midst, follows to the city and haunts the people” Hes. WD. 212-24. Also, Mitchell and Ebscohost 2015, 12. 
237 Solon's Elegiacs. 19. 255. Also, see Mitchell 2015, 27-30. However, for reasons that are explained, contrary to Mitchell and others, it is 
arguable that based on the principals which formed the basis of the polis, Solon’s reforms were in actual fact a failure, for the 
institutionalization of people were the basic fundamentals of this concept. 
238 During the early sixth century Plutarch (Sol. 12.) notes that based on their internal disorders, the Athenians were attacked by the 
Megarians, and lost Nisaea, and were driven out of Salamis.  
A full report of the invasions on Attica by other Greeks during periods of uncertainty is provided by Herodotus in Book 5 (5.63-81).  
239 Aristot. Const. Ath. 5-9; Plut. Sol. 15-24. 
Figure 35: Polis Triada (τριάδα) Model. 
The values binding a polis are based within and around the 
home (oikos), laws and customs (nomoi), and the community 
(koinonia). The synoikism of villages from the landscape (urban 
and countryside) form the polis, the ‘stronghold’. 
Analysis and Design: Nestor, N. 2017. 
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All citizens who were disenfranchised before the magistracy of Solon shall resume their rights… 
(Plut.Sol.19.3). 
By the Late Archaic period, reformers such as Kleisthenes 
and later in the Classical, Perikles, understood that 
combining the wealth of its elites with enfranchising 
(μετάσχωσι) the masses was crucial in protecting the 
state.240 In a poem from the sixth-century, the lyric poet 
Alcaeus applies the sea as an allegory for an invading force, 
the ship (stronghold), the physical polis, and the harbour, 
the natural terrain which naturally protects its citizens. 
However, the allegory disappears when the poet comes to 
describing the actions of men, and recollecting ancestral 
memory and their ties to the landscape.  
This wave, in turn, comes (like?) 1 the previous one, and it will give us much trouble to bale out when 
it enters the ship’s (hull). . . Let us strengthen (the ship’s sides) as quickly as possible, and let us race 
into a secure harbour, and let soft fear not seize any of us; for a great (ordeal) stands clear before us. 
Remember the previous (hardship): now let every man show himself steadfast. And let us not 
disgrace (by cowardice) our noble fathers lying beneath the earth, who . . . the city . . . being 
(Alcaeus, P.Oxy.XV 1789).  
Within this fragmented poem, the lesson is that citizens are required to hold the line and avoid the 
tragedy that comes after when the hull of the ship is penetrated. Greeks such as Alcaeus believed that 
people made and protected the polis, and part of the “ordeal” that he refers, is the suffering that comes 
when one becomes stateless. Being apolis places an individual into xenosis/ξένωσις, ‘a being in foreign 
lands’, where circumstances require one to behave outside the norms of one’s nomoi, ‘customs and 
laws’.  
Nevertheless, against the expanding sixth-fifth-century Empires of the East (the Lydians and then the 
Persians), these Greek poleis stood no chance (Hdt.6.32).241 Instead, Herodotus recounts a life of misery, 
either by seeking settlement overseas or being enslaved by paying tribute and man-power to the Kings 
and their governors (Satraps).242 A more dire fate was the one faced by the Eretrians who had to endure 
deportation to a foreign land and whereby all they had was their language (Hdt.6.119.4).243 However, the 
240 Aristot. Const. Ath. 21.2 
241 Thus thrice had the Ionians been enslaved, first by the Lydians and then once and now yet again by the Persians (Hdt. 6.32). 
242 Herodotus (Books 1-71), explores the various migrations and suffering Greek communities encountered when they abandoned their lands. 
243 “They carried the enslaved Eretrians inland to Susa…(and) settled them in a domain of his (King Darius) own called Ardericca in the 
Cissian land; this place is two hundred and ten stadia distant from Susa, and forty from the well that is of three kinds. Asphalt and salt and 
Figure 36: The Polis Threatened. 
The historical pattern of cities with internal strife are often 
confronted with external invasions which threaten the  
well-being of its people. 
Nestor, N. 2017. 
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Ἀθηναῖοι, whose land Attica Xenophon writes was the envy of Hellenes and Barbarians (Ways.1.4) stood 
in the face of invasions, consistent migration and statelessness.  
Before the Persian invasions, the Histories of Herodotus detail the numerous times Athenians collectively 
faced incursions through the latter quarter of the sixth-century (Appendix:4.3). Rival Greeks poleis 
including Boeotia, Chalcis, Aegina, and Sparta, either sought the opportunity to seize the advantage of 
Athens’ internal instability by grabbing valuable agricultural land or interfered in Attica’s political 
uncertainty with their ambitions to influence Athenian politics. This included overthrowing individuals, 
notably the tyrants (510 B.C.E.) who did not align with the interests of Lacedaemon.244 In the case of the 
Aeginetans, their attacks upon the Attic coast in c.505 B.C.E resulted in laying waste to Phaleron and 
other demes; “inflicting great damage to the Athenians” (Hdt.5.81.3). However, in the Persian invasion of 
Greece and Attica, Alcaeus’ tide of destruction resembled more like a human tsunami. But, regardless of 
the numerous invasions Athens suffered from Persia, and later Sparta, Athenian independence endured.  
oil… the oil… is dark and evil-smelling. The Eretrians dwelt in that place until my time, keeping their ancient language. Such was their fate”. 
Hdt.6.119.4.  
Herodotus provides (4.204; 5.12; 5.15; 6.19-20; 6.32; 6.119.1-4) various examples of Greeks and other people having to endure the misfortune 
of deportation.  
244 Hdt. 5.63-97. 
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10. Attica’s landscape, villages and demokratia
Preface 
Historically, rivals of Athens have tended to underestimate the extent of ancient Attica’s 
interconnectedness between its geographical localities called demes (villages) and its centre, the asty.245 
From the point of modern analysis, the complicated relationship between the chora and the asty have 
been noted by scholars including Finley.246 However, from the position of Attica’s defence, agricultural, 
and resource capabilities, the relationship which these locations had with the Kleisthenic reforms have 
been either overlooked or have over time become fragmented with each analysis of the Athens which 
emerged in a post-Persian invasion. Part of this investigative absence is due to the limited emphasis 
placed on Athenians having to confront the environment of the Late Archaic period, becoming stateless 
and recovering their homeland. This chapter will examine and make the case that it is within the 
environment circulating the Late Archaic period that demokratia was born. It was a climate which 
required a response to the man-made catastrophes intruding or threatening Attica’s borders.247 Given the 
nature of Greeks invading Attica and the Persian advance in 490 and 480-479, the Kleisthenic system of 
demes and trittyes enabled Athenians to evacuate and survive, confront, regain, recover economically 
and avoid becoming apolis. 
Since the early 19thcentury, scholars have been interested in the Athenian demes for their archaeology 
and topography, i.e. location.248 In the 20thcentury, Traill’s monumental work, the Political Organisation of 
Attica (1986), paved the way to identify and examine the villages in their respective tribes (phylae) and 
the three Attic regions (trittyes/ τριττύς), meaning ‘third’.249 Subsequent research in the three decades 
since, including Osborne’s Demos, Whitehead’s Demes of Attica, and Kelloggs’ Marathon Fighters have 
presented valuable information and probed the “interior of the demes themselves”.250 However, 
Whitehead, Lewis, Stanton and others have based their methodology of Kleisthenes’ δημοκρατία 
(demokratia) from a politically based model by focusing on the demes’ structural apparatus and their 
245 R.J. Hooper perceived in 1957 (12-14;17) that the network of δῆμοι (demes) were the basis of Athenian democracy, but from a modern 
perspective of a radical participatory system. Cited by Whitehead 1986, xvii. 
246 Moses Finley (1999, 123-149) explores but does not explain in this chapter the ability of the Athenian demes acting in a economic capacity 
of self-sufficiency. The absence of evidence which Finely was looking for does not mean that we should ignore thousands of years of 
Mediterranean village practices and logic. 
247 Certain theories are centred on a political context, administrative functionalities, religious cult emphasis, or a system that was to be 
advantageous for one family, the Alkmeonidai and the founder of the system, Kleisthenes (discussed in Chapter: History of Scholarship).  
248 Traill (1986, 52; 93) notes that “one of the most important epigraphical documents for the study of Athenian constitutional history, is the 
Great Deme List IG II2, 2362 (E.M. 8037)”. The text was discovered during the excavations on the Akropolis, 1840. Primary evidence of the 
trittyes has come from markers discovered in Athens, including the Agora, Areopagos, and Pnyx. Also, see Whitehead 1986, xviii-xx. 
249 Aristot. Const. Ath. 21.4. 
250 Whitehead 1986, xxvi; Kellogg 2014. 
[80] 
relationship with the Athenian centre (Fig.5;37;38:Maps).251 While Traill’s examination discussed the 
geographical anomalies of the trittyes, to date, an investigation of the Kleisthenic model from the 
position as a defensive system (arming and evacuating) and as a means for self-sufficiency has not been 
considered.252 
10.1.  A Late Archaic Athenian Development 
I have to this point discussed how during the Late Archaic period, Greek poleis including Athens were 
exposed to conflicts and invasions from their Greek rivals, and were helpless against the emergence of 
Empires in the East. As a result, early to middle Archaic Greek thinkers including Lycurgus of Sparta, and 
later Solon of Athens, recognised that traditional means of the polis required adjusting to protect the 
well-being of its citizens. This section examines how a system which has become the ideological core of 
Western civilisation was initially created on the foundations of the Archaic polis, an apparatus based on 
defence and self-sufficiency. The critical development of the Kleisthenic system of demokratia is one that 
places each respective cluster of tribes into self-sufficient micro-poleis that assimilated Attica’s key 
strengths; its topography and resources, and critically, its people.253 This method of analysis is significant 
to understand Athenian mobilisation, defence, abandonment, and survival through a combination of 
subsistence farming and exchange following the Persian and subsequent Peloponnesian invasions. To 
address this method, a graphic-design program was created for this research and applied using Traill’s 
system of coding the tribes and location of demes and trittyes of Athens onto Barrington’s topographical 
map of Attica from which the results can be viewed on Figure.37: Map and Appendices:1-2.254 The 
outcome of this approach aims to view the Kleisthenic model with new considerations and future 
research, such as considering specific agricultural production, ecology, climate, self-sufficiency, 
communication, and defensive strategies, including the survival of Athenian families from being captured 
and enslaved by invading armies.  
When most Greek poleis were less than 1,000 square kilometres, with the equivalent population, Attica’s 
large but scattered franchised citizen body of approximately 40,000 was spread across a topographically 
251 Much of the evidence in relation to the demes including the place where the deme agorai met, and the results of the meetings are only 
through “indirect evidence, which attests to the activities of the deme agorai” Kellogg 2014, 77-8. 
The methodological approach to this section recognises that the contributions of past scholarship remains important and this study is in no 
way attempting to debase previous research. My approach aims to use this information by considering a set of circumstances that the 
Athenians were confronting and how they survived displacement.  
252 The Athenian Constitution clearly states that the reforms “redistributed the population in fresh combinations”. Aristot. Const. Ath. 21.3. 
253 Traill 1986, 113-5. 
254 The people at the Barrington Atlas (2000, 59) located the demes as simple black markers, however there has been no attempt as far as I 
am aware to collaborate Trail’s design onto a topographical map.  
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diverse terrain of 2,590 square kilometres.255 The Kleisthenic system accounted villages (demes) into 
regions (trittyes) that permitted micro-poleis to be self-sufficient, i.e. have autarkeia (αὐτάρκεια), and be 
united by a common interest that included the exchange of agriculture and materials, labour, festivals 
and customs. The power (κρατός) that continuously enabled the Athenians to defy the fate of many 
Mediterranean inhabitants was based on the unity of each village, demos/δῆμος, working for a common 
purpose for rich and poor. In a Mediterranean landscape described as “always being unstable”, the men 
of Attica devised a system that collectively integrated the masses on the principals of having a mutual 
interest.256 
Democracy was more than people power, but rather, demokratia based itself on the 
interconnectedness and the strength and weakness of each demos, with one village using its 
resources to exchange with its neighbouring village (Nestor. N). 
With a population density, territorial span, natural resources, and a system which dealt in protecting its 
citizens from becoming a permanently displaced ethnos, the Athenians stood out from other poleis, 
including Sparta. With many cities and people across the Mediterranean driven from their landscape, the 
Kleisthenic demes and trittyes instead set the foundations for the Athenians endurance, economically and 
militarily.257  
In the context of the topographical mapping of the demes, religious ceremonies and festivals intended to 
link the chora (countryside), and the astu (city) becomes distinct.258 Such rituals took place with 
processions that commenced from sanctuaries located in the astu to those located in the countryside and 
vice-versa.259 Osborne states that the religious interconnection with the political unity of Attica allowed 
for religious sacrifices and festivals to “strengthen the bonds between demesmen and citizens”.260 Jessica 
Paga identified this process in action when she discovered a pattern of “one theatre per trittys per phyle 
(tribe)", and Kellogg notes the importance of the deme agorai (village assembly) centred upon the 
255 Morris 1987, 5-6. 
Greek polis varied dramatically in size. Mitchell reports that 80 per cent of Greek poleis had territories of no more than 207 sq km, and 10 per 
cent measured more that 200 square miles 518 sq km. Just thirteen are recorded with territories over 1,036 sq km. Sparta controlled (with 
the subjugated Messenian territory) an estimated area of 8,288 sq km, making it the largest city- state in the Greek world,). Athens was also 
among the five largest, with an area of about 2,590 sq km. Mitchell and Ebscohost 2015, 8. 
256 Horden and Purcell 2000, 235. 
257 Papazarkadas states that the demes were, “a microcosm of the polis itself at a multitude of levels: religion and politics, economics, and 
social structure alike” with the existence of dissimilarities between individual demes from the urban asty to one located in the chora. 
Papazarkadas 2011, 112. Originally cited by Kellogg 2014, 73. 
258 For an individual breakdown of each tribe and its location, see Appendix 1. 
259 Osborne declared that Greek polis and the political institutions that surround it cannot be comprehended without the fields and forests 
which surrounded the urban space, and occupied and fed its citizens. Osborne 1987, 9. 
260 Osborne, Osborne 1985, 187. 
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theatre.261 The theatres likely acted as the central point for the tribes of each trittyes to gather at 
different moments of the agricultural cycle, festivals and initiations of ephebes into the tribe. The 
geographical location of the 'deme theatres' are significant in our understanding of the Attic countryside 
acting beyond the simple village and farming lifestyle of medieval Europe, but as significant 
administrative, defensive, agricultural, market, cultural and political centres.262 This degree of 
connectedness meant that a demos was first tied and depended on its trittys (region) according to the 
tribe it was placed into in 508/7.263  
261 In her article, Paga (2010, 351; 353) examines the evidence 19 deme theatres discovered archaeologically, and on epigraphical and literary 
evidence from the fifth and fourth centuries. To date six have yielded archaeological evidence. Jessica notes that Thorikos (Tribe: Akamantis; 
Trittys: Paralia), Ikarion (Tribe: Ageis; Trittys: Asty), and Rhamnous (Tribe: Aiantis; Tritty: Asty) have been documented and published. 
However, the theater near Mounychia , has been covered by an apartment building (early 20thcentury) and its remains are no longer visible. 
Euonymon (Tribe: Erechtheis; Trittys: Asty) and Acharnai (Tribe: Oines; Trittys: Asty/Mesogaia) have produced archaeological evidence but 
lack definitive publication.   
Kellogg 2014, 80. 
262 Osborne 1985, 64-88. 
263 Traill (1986, 113) stated that the trittyes were “the essential link between the demes and the phylae (tribes)”. 
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Figure 37: Topographical Map of Attica. 
Identifying the demes in their respective tribes. The map indicates that the Kleisthenic reforms aimed for villages to be formed it a synoikismos based on their 
strengths and weakness of resource capabilities. It also was also a system of communication and defence, with each tribe interlinking to mobilise in times of crisis. 
For a breakdown of the tribes in their respective trittyes, see Appendix 1. Kleisthenic Tribes and Trittyes
Source: Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World, 2000 and John S. Trail, Demos and Trittyes, 1986.
Design of Phylae and topographical analysis: Nestor. N. 2017.
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10.2.  Regions and Villages; Artifical and Natural Hybrids 
Attica’s terrain broke the region into three parts, or thirds (trittyes); the Asty (City), Mesogaia (plains), and 
Paralia (coast) (Fig.38:Map). Under the Kleisthenic reforms (508/7), a village based on its geographic location
was placed into one of the ten newly created tribes.264 These ten tribes originated from the eponymous 
heroes that included mythological kings, such as Erechtheus and Kekrops. In Attic myth, these kings
sacrificed themselves in the field of battle to 
protect their people from invading armies.265 
For example, the south-east coastal region 
(paralia) had 31 demes allocated to eight of the 
ten Athenian tribes (Fig.37;42:Maps).266 The 
number of demes within each tribe for a trittys 
on the paralia varied between 2-6 and 
depended on the terrain (altitude), and each 
deme’s ability  to be self-sufficient (i.e. resource 
capacity based on terrain). It is worth noting 
that a deme does not necessarily mean that 
there was one central village, but in cases of 
large territories, such as Acharnai and Aphidna,
demes comprised of komai (parts) or smaller 
settlements (Fig.39:Map).267 The trittyes were a
unique Athenian concept to the Klesthenic 
demokratia, a combination of being partly 
artificial and natural hybrids that served the political, economic and defensive capabilities of the  
population, and simultaneously preserved the Athenians Archaic customs and laws.268 With this in 
264 From this moment onwards, one of the most important functions of the demes was to enroll and register members of the village 
including the ephebes who had turned 18 years of age, swore the famous Ephebic Oath and served as peripoloi on Attica’s borders for two 
years. Also, see Kellogg 2014 81; Kellogg 2013, 265. 
265 Lycurgus 1954, 98-100; Eur. Erechtheus. Euripides 2008; Sourvinou-Inwood 2011 35-6. 
266 The tribes of Hippothontis and Oines were allocated the paralia trittyes in eastern Attica. 
267 Kellogg (2014, 26-29) and Jones (2001, 114-8) have recently argued that farms were dispersed, rather than nucleated, however this analysis 
has been found to be inconsistent. Kellogg adds that in Archarnai, no architecture (domestic), from the classical, nor Hellenistic periods have 
been discovered. 
268 Traill 1986, 113 
FIGURE 38 MAP: ATTICA’S THREE REGIONS (TRITTYES ) WHICH THE 
KLEISTHENIC PHYLAE (TRIBES) WERE PLACED. 
Topographical Map; Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World. 
Trittyes based on demes and fortresses: Nestor Nicola, 2017. 
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perspective, we can now comprehend how Athenians were firstly tied to the country, and then the 
astu.269 According to Thucydides (2.15), each 
demos contained its local history and 
government, natural landmarks, and sanctuaries 
for generations of citizens. Athenians may have 
bonded to the centrality of the Akropolis for their 
religious and political affiliation, but primarily, 
each citizen united ancestrally to his 
countryside.270 Even before Kleisthenes, 
Thucydides states that Attica’s inhabitants 
formed themselves into a union (ξυνοίκια) of “one 
city (μιᾷ πόλει)”, and while “continuing to occupy 
each his lands as before”. Nevertheless, he adds that 
they were compelled (ἠνάγκασε) “to use Athens as 
the sole capital” (2.15.2). Villages elected their local officials to enact legislation, regulate local cult 
calendars and sent delegations to Delphi.271 Osborne has correctly reasoned that modern interpretation 
of cultural, political, and agricultural significance of Attica is commonly put aside in favour of more 
“imaginative reconstructions”.272  
10.3.  Safety and Defence: the Marathon example 
Each region in Attica had a nucleus of villages that bonded based on their geographic position. This 
included bringing together other demes that appear outside the geographical sphere, but in the case of 
an invading army could group to protect a critical passage into Attica. One of the best examples to 
comprehend the Kleisthenic system in action is the 490 invasion of Attica by the Persian Empire, which 
landed at Marathon (northeast Attica, Fig.40:Maps). The ability of Athens to mobilise a force with 
relative speed demonstrates a system beyond cult divisions or elite advantages which have been part of 
the narrative discussed in Chapter 3. In the instance of Marathon, the demes of Hekale and Koloni from 
the Leontis tribe, and Anakaia, Oion Dekeleikon and Dekeleia from the tribe of Hippothontis, 
demonstrates 
269 For the complete list of demes in their respective tribes by trittyes, see Appendx 1. 
270 Osborne notes that while the patronymic of male citizens was Ἀθηναῖος, his political identity was rooted in the deme. Osborne 1985, 183. 
271 Frost 1994, 173; Kellogg 2014 73-5. 
272 Osborne 1985, 15. 
FIGURE 39 MAP: KOMAI TERRITORIES OF ACHARNAI AND APHIDNA.  
The territorial span of Acharnai and Aphidna (north of central Athens) 
consisted a range agricultural space and catchments that they were likely to 
have comprised of smaller settlements (komai) bounded to make independent 
trittyes within their respective tribe. 
Topographical Map; Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World. 
Trittyes based on demes and fortresses: Nestor Nicola, 2017. 
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how the allocation of demes was significantly 
based on strategic locations (fig.37;40:Maps). By
being linked to two tribes located in northwest 
Attica, the Athenians in 490 mobilised their forces 
to the plains at Marathon from the tribes based in 
the northwest, northeast and centre, while 
simultaneously being able to evacuate families 
located near the Tetrapolis, Epakria, and Diakris 
regions (Map.40:Map[Blue]).273 Herodotus (6.102)
reports that having conquered Eretria, the Persian 
forces “lingered for a few days” before sailing for 
Attica. In between this time, the Athenians had 
the opportunity to evacuate their 
families and prepare their forces. Based on their 
connection through the Kleisthenic tribes, the 
city deployed its hoplites from the Asty and the Pedion region (Fig.40;Map), including the large Acharnai
deme immortalised in Aristophanes’ fifth-century comedy, Acharnians. 
They’re close-grained oak and maple, they are, hard as nails – the same as when they fought at 
Marathon (Aris.Arch.80). 
The Kleisthenic system permitted Athens from over-committing its forces north through the Diakris and 
into the Tetrapolis regions, leaving their eastern coast exposed. Instead, demes located along the eastern 
Paralia and Mesogaia (south of Pentelikon and east of Hymettos Mountains) remained mobilised
(Fig.41:Map). This smaller group guarded Attica’s eastern coastline through a communication system that 
manoeuvred hoplites and archers to prevent another Persian sea landing. By guarding the beach at 
Phaleron, the phylae of the trittyes of the Paralia and Mesogaia held their ground while the Marathon 
force returned. Herodotus states (6.116) that the Persians remained anchored off the old Athenian 
harbour, clearly put off by the remaining demes which made up Kleisthenes’ tribes. Herodotus cleverly 
distracted his readers from considering the Athenian communication system by instead mentioning a 
bogus tale regarding the alleged acts of the Alkmeonids, in which a shield was used to communicate with 
the Persians (6.115;121). Herodotus finds the story astonishing but does not clarify further, because to an 
273 It is vey possible that the Athenians may have broken their forces into three. Those located north of the Hymettos Mountains, east of 
Trimokoi (Fig. 37;40-1), and from the Asty tritty, while those from the Mesogaia and Paralia (south of the Hymettos) were likely to have 
remained. 
FIGURE 40 MAP: KLEISTHENIC SYSTEM AT MARATHON, 480 B.C.E, PART I. 
A scenario of all Kleisthenic tribes coming together to protect Attica at 
Marathon, while women, children and the elderly withdraw to safety.  
Topographical Map; Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World. Analysis 
and design: Nestor N., 2017. 
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audience of Athenians, it would have been 
obvious that the shield was a form of 
communication between the demes protecting 
their coastline. Finally, unlike the Plataeans, 
Herodotus does not mention that the Athenians 
arrived at Marathon with their full force, but 
based on the Kleisthenic allocation of tribes, the 
Battle of Marathon represented all the phylae, 
hence the presence of the ten generals debating 
tactics at the eve of battle (Hdt.6.109-16). 
Nevertheless, all the demes participated in 
protecting their homeland in 490, and explains 
the reason why the battle was presented with 
such conviction following the Persian Wars. 
Marathon forged an Athenian identity and was a 
victory by the demokratia, the power of each 
δῆμος (demos).274  
10.4.  Kleisthenic demes and self-sufficiency: topographical investigation 
As well as defence, an evaluation of the Athenian settlement pattern and the Kleisthenic model requires a 
more thorough consideration of Attica’s variety of climate, altitude, terrain, and each demos’ position for 
communication with its neighbours and central Athens (Fig.37.Map;Appendix.1).275 A closer inspection of
a topographical map together with the location of each Athenian demos reveals, as the example of 
Marathon has proven, that the Kleisthenic trittyes were neither random nor mysterious as Lewis found.276 
Each demos, regardless of its geographical position, was neither an isolated village, nor clustered into a 
trittys with similar agricultural qualities, i.e. with similar strengths and weaknesses, nor allowed a group 
or tribe to dominate a particular resource.277 A topographical examination reveals that deme allocation to 
tribes were based on coastal and territorial defences (discussed above), and environmental and 
ecological elements. The latter appears based on a village’s particular agricultural production and 
274 In Ancient Greek, δῆμος means both a country or district, as well as the people of the country. Liddell and Scott 1st edition 1889, 183. 
275 Foxhall (1993, 141) states that like many Greek poleis, Attic farmers cultivated a range of crops, including produce besides grain, olives and 
vines. Figs for example provided 15 million kilocalories per hectare compared with 1.3 to 2 million food energy value for wheat. 
276 Lewis 2004, 293-304. 
277 Osborne (1985, 186) also notes that “no single deme or group of demes had a monopoly of Attika’s natural resources. 
FIGURE 41 MAP: KLEISTHENIC SYSTEM AT MARATHON 480 B.C.E. PART II. 
Demes located along the eastern Paralia (south of the Pentelikon Mountains) 
and Mesogaia were likely to have protected the eastern coastline from another 
Persian landing (green). 
Topographical Map; Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World. Analysis 
and design: Nestor N., 2017. 
Phaleron  
Persian fleet 
following 
Marathon 
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cultivation potential, as well as taking into consideration the harvest cycles that required labour, and 
measurements against another demos’ natural resources (e.g. mining or marble). In Attica, as throughout 
Greece, the slightest distance from one plot of land to another (e.g. 8km) could deal with a variation in 
altitude (700m)α by which the farmer required to carefully consider the type of crop to plant in order to
gather a sufficient yield.278 Demes with various means of production allow for an exchanging of labour to 
take place in-between each crop’s harvest cycle, thus reducing the number of workers and slaves 
required, for it was likely that average yielding farmers would offer themselves and their helpers in 
between these slow periods.279 In Attica, important crop plants included olive trees, barley, vines, figs, 
cereals, and legumes which require small labour inputs per unit area, and during the year, are unevenly 
distributed and require varying degrees of agricultural terrain (Appendix.7; Athenian Agriculture).280 
Evidence from the Attic Stelae (7.72;74) show that there was two types of cultivated land, psile/ψιλή, 
which is the land “bare of trees”, tillage for grain and vines, while πεφυτευμενη means “the tillage for 
fruit and olive trees”.281 The topographical map offers a scope to investigate demes like Acharnai and 
Aphidna that had a variance of altitude to produce a diversity of foods at different times of the year 
(Fig.39;37Maps; Appendix.1).282 Sallares notes that while a farmer may need labour for harvesting
operations, it would not have been profitable to keep these hands, free or slave, for the remainder of the 
year, while Foxhall has discovered that a species of a particular crop located at a higher altitude can be 
 For example, from the tribe of Oines, and the paralia trittys, Thria (100.5 m a.s.l.) and Phyle (804 m a.s.l.) have a variation of 700 m. These 
figures have been converted from feet. See Fig. 37 Map: B:2. 
278 The consistency of the Mediterranean climate and the small degree of variation between twentieth century Greek farming has allowed  
for comparable analysis to be undertaken to understand Greece’s farming diversity. For example, a modern Greek farmer with 3 hectares of 
land which are separated in over 20 plots, with the most distant of these plots being eight kilometres, deals with a topographical variation of 
700 metres in altitude, with a yield variation of approvingly 27%. Osborne 1987, 39-40.  
Also see Xen. Oec. 16.3. “…you aren’t likely to get a better yield from the land by sowing and planting what you want instead of the crops 
and trees that the land prefers”. 
279 Farmers living on the Mediterranean often hire themselves out when not working on their own land. Gavrielides 1976, 266. 
Based on the manner of the Mediterranean harvesting season, and the size of many properties, many farmers simply could not afford to 
keep slaves throughout the year.  
280 Harvest in Greece is as follows: Grape (September-October). The gathering of figs takes place late summer (August-September). The 
ripening of Olives take place after figs and grapes. These are harvested in the early fall (September-October). “The most suitable time of the 
year, then, for the sale of a crop of olives, figs and grapes would be in the early fall (September)”. Pritchett 1953, 233. 
For a calendar breakdown of agricultural activities see Osborne 1987, 15. 
Olive oil was essential to the Attic diet and was regarded as one of the necessary provisions of life, along with, bread, cheese, salt, and wine. 
The olive (Olea Europea) thrives in Attica’s calcareous soil of. On the fifth-century Attic Stelae, the olive grows appear as one of the 
agricultural assets owned by the condemned men for the mutilation of the Hermes and profaning the Eleusinian mysteries (Stelae II, 84, 89, 
and 118).  
During the Classical period, an olive grove yielded three times (approximately) the value of a similar area planted in wheat. Demosthenes, 52, 
Against Phainippos. Cited by Pritchett and Pippin 1956, 183-4. 
In an area such as Attica that has summer drought, Barley shorter growing season held the advantage over spring wheat. Also, an inscription 
(I.G., II2, 1672.) from 329 B.C. provide evidence that the first-fruits sent to Eleusis by each of the phylai, outlying districts and colonies was 
made with Barley not wheat. Jarde, Cereales Jardé 1979,, pp. 36 ff., 94 ff. Cited by Prichett and Pippin, 1956. 185. 
281 Prichett and Pippin, 1956. 263; Liddell and Scott 1st edition 1889, 902. 
282 Foxhall’s research (1993, 140) has discovered that a crops such as grain vary in their cycle harvests depending on their location being on 
higher slopes, their cultigen or cultivar (plant species type), the exposure of the plot, and the altitude. This results in two-month differences 
in the growing season for wheat located at 0-50 m above sea level and the higher altitude fields that are 500 m and above.  
[89] 
sown and harvested a month earlier than that located on a lower plain.283 This makes the possibility of 
destroying the crop by an invader difficult when pending on altitude, the grain has not been sowed 
therefore allowing regions within Attica to recover through their tribal and trittyes interconnections. If 
one deme(s) has been affected by an invasion, other villages from the same tribe can assist pending on 
their situation.284 Ancient sources including Theophrastos and Xenophon demonstrate an understanding 
of soil mechanics, stating how different soils require being worked, and offer a detailed discussion of 
specific farming practices.285 Specifically, Xenophon’s Oeconomicus goes to great lengths to make the 
point that a family’s cultivation of their land influenced greatly a household’s economic and political 
status, but to the overall community’s well-being.286 
By investigating the system of tribes through the context of geographic and geopolitical circumstances 
(i.e. invasions), we can reassess and conclude that the Kleisthenic reforms comprised of communities 
working together before 508/7. However, due to regional events that are outlined in Herodotus, Athens 
gradually saw the need to come together and create one of the most sophisticated and underestimated 
defensive and self-efficient systems of the ancient world.287 The tribal/trittys model was as much 
economic as defensive, whereby the landscape and self-sufficient farming allowed Athenians to work 
collectively at various times of the agricultural year to collectively prepare and gather the harvest.288 This 
type of diverse farming allowed for a system of transaction (labour and trade) to occur without a high 
dependency on slaves or food imports. Through an association to a tribe and trittys, each demos had the 
ability to sustain itself by working with other villages. Within their tribes, this ‘partnership’ lead to a self-
sufficient agricultural capacity to produce, exchange, and interact culturally, politically, and most 
critically, defensively, with its local trittys, and fellow tribesmen from all three of Attica’s geographical 
regions mentioned above.289 In the case of Acharnai and Aphidna  located on the Pedion and northeast 
Attica (Fig.39:Map), these demes were “single political units” and trittyes on their own right, but both are 
283 Mediterranean agriculture has always depended in the past and today on the availability of a supply of seasonal wage labour to 
supplement small permanent labour forces on those farms which were too large to be worked by a peasant with addtional labour provided 
by his wife anf children”. The author adds that there is also no evidence slaves could raise a farms agricultural productivity on a smallholding 
sufficiently to justify the maintenance costs even the extra labour they would have provided" Sallares 1991 55-6. 
Foxhall 1993, 139-40. Supra n. 283 
284 For destruction of crops in ancient Greece, see Foxhall 1993, 138-42.  
285 On figs for example, Theophrastos states how the ancients discovered the scientific remedy of cross-fertilization for cultivating figs to 
“prevent the dropping of the immature fruit". Theophrastos H.P., IJ, 8, 1.; Xen. Oec. 15.3-20.5. 
286 Isager 1992, 3; Alcock, 2007, 120 and 131. 
287 Osborne 1985, 41-2. 
288 For table of agricultural activities within a calendar year, see Osborne, Osborne 1987, 15. 
289 See Figure 40 Map of Attica and Appendix 1 for tribe breakdown. 
Osborne (1985, 40) states that “the Athenians were not constrained to settle in villages by limited water resources, nor were they compelled 
to settle in any particular pattern by the distribution of agricultural land".  
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in proximity to their neighbouring demes that belong to tribes of Oines and Aiantis.290 Aphidna’s 
situation is based on its unique position located in a circular valley with agricultural plain and water.  
In detecting the fundamentals of the polis, Aristotle identified that a polis consisted a partnership of 
several self-sufficient villages, i.e. autarkeia (Pol.1.1252b). The Kleisthenic system is the clearest model 
that we have in understanding the fundamentals and philosophy of a successful Greek polis. Within the 
Kleisthenic Athenian demokratia, the trittyes formed the synoikismos of Attica’s demes based on their 
self-efficient means of production and strategic location. Southeast Attica offers a clear example 
(Fig.42:Map). The demes located along the two paralias (east and west of Sounion), including the 
Laureion regions, display the importance of strategic location together with a range of topography and 
resource capability. Each demos’ reason for belonging to their particular tribe and trittys reveals the 
clear-sightedness of the Kleisthenes’ reforms when evaluating the tribe of Antiochis, which in the Paralia 
trittys, consisted of 4 demes, located at varying topographic and strategic locations (Fig.43:Map).
290 Osborne 1985, 35. 
Range of altitude; Arcanai (0-990 ft./0-302 m) and Aphidna (660-1980 ft./200-603 m). 
FIGURE 42 MAP: TOPOGRAPHICAL MAP OF SOUTH-EAST ATTICA. 
Identifying the demes of the two Paralias and Mesogaia trittyes in their respective tribes. The map indicates that the Kleisthenic reforms aimed that villages 
formed a synoikismos based on their strengths and weakness of resource capabilities which are based on altitude and resource variations .
Topographical Map; Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World.
Source: Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World, 2000 and John S. Trail, Demos and Trittyes, 1986.
Design of Phylae and topographical analysis: Nestor. N. 2017.
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In this example, the demes of Amphitrope (330-660 f.a.s.l.) and Besa (660-990 f.a.s.l.) are located near a 
mining area, while Anaphlystos (330 f.a.s.l.) and 
Atene (330-660 f.a.s.l.) are located on the 
agricultural terrain.291 This group of villages, 
therefore, have strength and weakness when 
combined to form a self-sufficient micro-polis, 
or micro-region. Soil studies carried out 
throughout Attica’s known demes revealed that 
no village was left isolated due to its patchy 
soils, for each one had either access to mines or 
the sea in which they could use their resources 
to trade with neighbouring villages.292 
Therefore, based on the independent means 
which I have described that a deme worked 
within its trittys, no Athenian village, including 
these mining villages were left completely deficient. Purcell and Horden state that a “historian must 
examine the texture of the landscape regarding the attempt to satisfy human needs from the resources 
of the environment”.293 Within a diverse landscape, or fragmentary environment (micro-ecologies) such 
as Greece, and Attica, Athenians responded to their agricultural situation with micro-strategies of on 
their farms, through an exchange of ideas, and working together within the regional area and trading 
their diverse products. The diversity of farming techniques and agricultural activities discovered in parts 
of Attica, present strong evidence of habitation including terraces and fallowing which are used to 
accommodate agriculture for Attica’s diverse landscape (Appendix.7).294 Fields that are fallowed are 
cultivated to prevent weed growth and preserve moisture (two seasons) for the following cereal 
plantation.295 Evidence from the fifth-century Attic Stelae 296 and intensive surveying coincide with the 
literary evidence of an active landscape possessing a range of agricultural activity including the 
291 f.a.s.l. = feet above sea level. 330 ft. = 100.584 m; 660 ft. = 201.168 m.; 990 ft. = 301.752 m. 
292 Osborne 1985, 40. See Appendix. 7 Athenian Agricultural Landscape. 
293 Horden and Purcell 2000, 78-9. 
294 Evidence discovered from Athenian land leases highlight the importance on biennial fallow. Jones 1975, 116; Xen. Oec. 16-14. 
295 Scheidel and von Reden 2012, 55. 
296 The Attic Stelae are group of inscriptions recording the sale of items of personal property confiscated from the men (including Alkibiades) 
who were accused and latter condemned for the of mutilating the Herms and profaning the Eleusinian mysteries (415/4 B.C.E.). Pritchett and 
Pippin 1956, 178. 
FIGURE 43 MAP: ANTIOCHIS TRIBE OF PARALIA TRITTYS.  
Identifying the paralia trittys, and the four demes from the Antiochis tribe in 
southeast Attica. The map shows the strategic and topographical importance 
that demes were allocated to respective tribes and trittys based on their 
agricultural strengths and weakness, and position on the Attic landscape. 
Topographical Map; Barrington Atlas of the Greek and Roman World. 
Location of Demes: J.S. Trail, Demos and Trittys, 1986. 
Graphics and analysis: Nestor Nicola, 2017. 
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processing of olive oil and wine, drainage ditches, check dams, terraces, animal pens and sheepfolds, 
threshing floors, mills, and beehives (σμῆνος).297 Other essential elements including wells, cisterns, and 
field surveys of sites in Attica show diversity in land ownership from the Archaic and Classical Periods 
which coincide with the literary and epigraphic evidence.298  
10.5. Athenian Survival and Recovery: a conclusion 
By gaining an understanding of the functionality of the Kleisthenic model, we can comprehend the 
capability of each trittys to gather and defend Attica’s vast and diverse territory, evacuate its residents at 
quick notice, and can return regardless of the damage sustained to the central asty and its Agora in 480-
479. Over the course of the fifth-century, the Athenians would deploy various models to protect their 
women and children from invasion and displacement, including the Delian League, which evolved in the 
Athenian arche. However, without question, Kleisthenes' strategy of demokratia was the most significant 
and enduring element in protecting the interests, and above else, the safety of their families from the 
regional conditions which many Greek poleis continually confronted, including displacement and slavery 
from encroaching and one must acknowledge, formidable adversaries such as the Persian Empire, and 
later, Sparta and its allies. 
In the aftermath of 480-479, the Athenians based on the interconnectedness of their countryside were 
able to resettle within their communities and the Kleisthenic reforms of 508/7 permitted villages to 
recover based on their strengths and connection to their regional phylae.  
297 Alcock 2007, 125-6; Foxhall 2007, 60. 
From the stelae inscription (VI, 66) beehives and Plutarch’s Solon (23), which specified that one proprietor must be at least 300 feet away 
from those of another, scholars believe that beekeeping was a widespread in Attica. During this period, Mount Hymettos was also covered 
with thyme and according to H. M. Fraser (1951, 17), there was an estimated stock of twenty thousand bees in Attica during the fifth century. 
Cited by Pritchett and Pippin 1956, 260.  
298 For examples in variation of property ownership, through confiscation, at different demes. Osborne 1985, 47-60.  
The best examples are found through Attic Stelai, and Poletai lists. 
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FIGURE 44 MAP: GREECE, THE AEGEAN AND WESTERN ASIA MINOR, LATE NINTH–MID SIXTH CENTURY B.C.E. 
MAP SHOWS THE EXPANDING POWER OF LYDIA WHICH TARGETED GREEK CITIES DURING THE LATE SEVENTH AND SIXTH B.C.E. 
©A.-M. Wittke with C. Drosihn M.A. and D. Piras M.A., Tübinge
[95] 
Part 5: 
Conclusion
“I will not disgrace these sacred arms, and I will not desert the comrade beside me…  
I will defend our sacred and public institutions…  
I will obey those who for the time being exercise sway reasonably and the established laws… 
I will honour the traditional sacred institutions.  
Witnesses are the gods Aglauros…  
and the boundaries of the fatherland, wheat, barley, vines, olive-trees, fig-trees.”  
Oath of the Epheboi. 
[96] 
11. Conclusion: Destruction, Repair, and Recovery
In Mediterranean ancient history, it is difficult to trace another instance when a permanently settled 
population completely evacuated its territory to be safe from invasion (Persia), won an epic sea battle 
(Salamis 480 B.C.E), returned, to flee again from the same invader twelve months later, prevailed in a 
land battle (Plataea 479 B.C.E), resettled (again), repaired, and recovered from the annihilation of their 
city’s infrastructure and culture. While ancient sources record the destruction of Athens by the Persian 
Empire in 480-479 B.C.E, the extent of the disaster and the impacts upon its culture and people has not 
been adequately analysed. This is despite the discoveries and dedicated reports made by archaeologists 
in the Athenian Agora and Akropolis which document the catastrophe.  
Analysis of the destruction and subsequent repair and recovery of Athens has been overshadowed by 
studies of the Athenian and Greek victories at Plataea, Mycale, the Hellespont, and Cyprus which led to 
the invaders being driven out of the Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean Seas. In addition, a ‘Classical’ 
narrative and analysis of the growth of Athenian hegemony, has played an instrumental role in the 
inadequate evaluation of this part of Athens’ history.299 Liddel states that attitudes towards Athens have 
not always been based on the evidence, but “on the intellectual milieu and colonialist and political 
perspectives”.300 Nevertheless, following their victories over the multinational force of the Persian Great 
King, Thucydides reports that the Athenians returned to a desolate landscape in 479/78 (1.89).301 
Thucydides (1.23) was arguably the first to denounce a narration of history without assessing the real 
picture which was a roller coaster of suffering, change, endurance, defeat, and survival. Unfortunately, 
the displacement, loss of life and self-sacrifices made by Athenians especially during the early Classical 
period have rarely been themes of discussion. Athenian literature, speeches, tragedy, iconography, and 
the landscape are a testament of how these people chose to remember their contemporary history, 
reconnect with their cultural identity, and survive throughout the fifth-century.  
Homer Thompson, who as the Director of the Agora Excavations (1946–1967) researched the extent of 
the Persian destruction of Athens, stated that while disasters are less documented than triumphs, the 
response by the former is “more indicative of national character”.302 Eric Wolf specified that 
299 Thuc. 1.89.  
Battle of Plataea (479B.C.); Hdt.9.25-75, Battle of Mycale (479B.C.); Hdt.9.100-106.1, Battle for the Hellespont (479B.C.); 9.114-121. 
300 Liddel 2009, 13. 
301 In the enquiries of Herodotus (7.161.3), the Athenians claimed to “demonstrate the longest lineage of all and who alone among the 
Greeks” and to have never changed their “place of habitation”.  
302 Thompson 1981, 343. 
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predetermined ideas related to Eurocentric observations “do not invite us to ask questions about 
relationships”. In this instance, Wolf’s assessment can be applied to the Athenians’ interconnectedness 
and reactions between themselves and the events occurring within their region.303 Part of this study’s 
objective was to re-insert Attica and the Athenians back into their region by assessing the context of the 
Late Archaic Mediterranean and re-examining the impact and means of recovery from the 480-479 
Persian invasion.304 The analysis intended to debate with our current interpretation of a ‘Classical’ 
imperial Athens, and the ‘radical’ democratic Athenians. The political context, I have argued, has 
dominated our understanding of the destruction of Athens, and the Athenians’ cultural repair, survival, 
and economic recovery. 
The invasion of Athens by the Persians resulted in the desolation of the city and mutilation of its peoples’ 
culture. The attacks destroyed the infrastructure of the Agora, the centre that turned the administrative 
and legal wheels of Attica’s scattered population. The archaeological evidence found within the 21 
deposits, including 14 perfectly functioning water-wells, indicate an intentional process of dumping by 
the invaders. Based on the type and condition of building and cultural material discovered in these 
deposits, the signs strongly suggest that this disposal was not part of the Athenian clean-up, but 
purposely carried out to displace the inhabitants of Attica from returning to their ancestral land. A study 
of literary sources, the archaeological record and a topographical study of Attica show that Attica was a 
diverse landscape, rich in resources and agriculture and worth conquering to repopulate with other 
people from the empire. This Near-East policy of displacing and transporting people was not limited to 
the Athenians. Herodotus’ Histories described that enslavement, deportation, and the abandonment of 
one’s homeland was a frequent event during the Late Archaic period. In addition to the material 
discovered within these deposits, it is unlikely and unusual for a returning population desperately seeking 
to rebuild its city, including its defensive walls and homes, to dispose of material that was perfect for the 
reconstruction process. The assessment of a ‘clean-up’ is especially questionable considering the 
archaeological evidence shows that the Athenians re-used material, including rubble, for the construction 
of walls, buildings, and foundations.  
The Athenian return was a process of resettlement but for over three decades the sanctuaries of the 
Akropolis lay in ruin. The sanctuary’s destruction included temples dismantled and burnt beyond repair 
and the votive korai agalmata desecrated in an execution-style manner, intended to disconnect and 
traumatise a people from their customs. Nearly all the discovered Akropolis Korai show damage to the 
point of brutality from the time of the sanctuary’s ruin in 480. Many of the korai still bear the soot caused 
303 Wolf, Eriksen et al. 2010, 4-5. 
304 Vlassopopoulos (2007, 9) called for the interlinking of Greece into the history of the Mediterranean and Near East World.  
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by the great fire which Herodotus describes in his Histories (8.53.2), while others show violence by 
desecration and execution. The decapitation of heads and limbs successfully delivered a blow that 
penetrated Athenian psyche and customs (Fig.2;4). Following their resettlement, the Athenians buried 
their korai around the sacred buildings or symbolically utilised them as foundations for the Akropolis’ 
‘northern wall’, which was a memorial itself, and included debris from the citadel’s destroyed temples 
and buildings. Lastly, contrary to political or aesthetic theories, the evidence suggests that violence 
applied by mutilation resulted in these cultural symbols disappearing from the Athenian cultural 
landscape.305  
Following the invasion and the ferocity of destruction, the literary and archaeological evidence suggests 
Athenians felt genuinely threatened with the prospect of becoming apolis, a body of stateless people in 
the absence of their polis. Centuries of Greek thought ties the polis with apolis as the displacement of 
one’s ties to his or her altars and sanctuaries, marketplace, livelihood and ancestors buried in the local 
landscape. In the fluctuating world of the Late Archaic and Classical Mediterranean, the reality of 
becoming apolis, a stateless alien, was always a possibility waiting on the horizon. In his tragedy, 
Erechtheus, Euripides captures the attitude of a segment of the population during the fifth-century 
committed to self-sacrifice to prevent any circumstance of becoming stateless:306  
Queen Praxithea: “...we bear our children for this reason, to protect the gods’ altars and our 
homeland” Eur.Erech.14. 
Iconographic evidence strongly suggests a culture continuously coming to terms with the events of 480-
479 with scenes depicting enduring victories, but unmistakable defeat, and self-sacrifice from its people. 
History disguised in mythology through the incorporation of the Centauromachy, Amazonomachy, and 
the Trojan War was one of the themes which Athenians came to express and reconnect with their culture. 
These stories served as memorials to the physical devastation, and psychological wounds that the sacred 
temples and the polis endured from a formidable empire.307 Amazons dressed as Persians, and in 
instances Greeks, appear as challenging and worthy adversaries capable of bringing down the Hellenes 
(Athenians). The Athenians had a humanist approach to the realities of war and the scenes of human loss 
and cultural destruction. Athenian art sought to reconnect people by integrating mythology, which 
305 Herodotus (8.53.2) describes how once the sanctuary of the Akropolis was taken, and everyone defending had been killed, the invaders 
plundered the sanctuary and set the whole site on fire.  
306 In another discussion, we can analyse that this sentiment was not shared by all, as war fatigue and cynicism for the reasons of continuing 
the conflict with Sparta was certainly a sentiment expressed within the theatre of comedy. Aristophanes’ Acharnians (425B.C.E.) and Peace 
(421B.C.E.) are simply two plays that highlight these aspects of thought circulating within Athenian society. 
307 This thematic design is central to the Akropolis’ primary monument, the Parthenon, and it may have been a striking performance made by 
the master orator, Perikles, to his religious, and politically- minded Athenians that convinced them that the new temples would be a 
continuation to their customs, and memorial to all that they had scarified.  
Kousser (2009, 276) presents a strong case that a significant element in the characterisation of the Parthenon metopes highlight “the price 
of victory, not its effortless achievement”.  
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itself bounded the landscape with acts of self-sacrifice and contemporary history. The images portraying a 
people’s purpose in reconnecting and remembering their history and culture are visible in the domestic 
(vases) and public spaces (Athenian Agora and latter, the Akropolis). The iconography of a post-war 
Athens presents self-identity, self-sacrifice, and self-preservation. From the early ‘Classical’ period to the 
point when Athenians began to rebuild their sanctuaries and temples in the middle of the fifth-century, 
red-figure vases in a variety of shapes and daily purposes occupied the private homes of Athenians. Many 
show images of men and women engaged in customs, practising rituals at altars or festivals, carrying out 
everyday life scenes, or facing formidable opponents in battle. Others, such as the Kleophrades hydria 
recounted the grizzly scenes confronted by those who remained on the Akropolis in 480. Through the lens 
of the ‘Sack of Troy’, the Kleophrades Painter’s work is possibly the first depiction of apolis in Western 
art. The vase displays three cases of three generations of a family confronting invasion.  
The organisation of its villages, which took place under the Kleisthenic reforms (508/7 B.C.E), was a 
significant contributor to Athenian survival from becoming apolis and its population’s ability to recover. I 
hope to have proven through the literary evidence that the development of the archaic polis was formed 
as a reaction to man-made disasters and as a means to survive the prospect of becoming apolis. It was a 
situation where the self-interests of the individual administered by Eunomia, good order, worked in 
protecting the interests of the home and community from encroaching external (regional) threats. In 
response to the events occurring around them, Athenian demokratia was a development fundamentally 
based on on the principals of the Early Archaic (c.700 B.C.E.) polis. I have argued that the Athenians 
responded to the late archaic internal pressures and external powers. The Kleisthenic reforms expanded 
on the polis principals to integrate Attica’s diverse wealth and protect its citizens from becoming apolis 
and enabling their economic recovery.  
The Kleisthenic division allowed for the connection of demes (villages) without a means of isolating 
adjacent neighbours. In the case of an invasion, although separated by distance, these villages could 
either unite and protect one strategic pass or, in the event of an invasion, withdraw their entire 
population. It allowed for each tribe from a different region (trittyes) to support each other in times of 
famine or drought. Formed in a spider’s web (Hom.Ody.95), the Kleisthenic system comprised of 139 
demes strategically placed into three regions (trittyes).308 The system united to bind and protect not only 
their perspective region but, as in the case of Marathon, Attica itself. A reinvestigation of Kleisthenes’ 
308 In a metaphor to the polis, Homer (Od. 2.95) describes the actions of Penelope as spreading a fine web, “fine and wide”, to protect her 
halls from further threats of invasion, which were the suitors.  
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model that considered the topography, ecology, and agricultural management of the landscape allows for 
a liberated analysis, independent from traditional political conclusions and discourses regarding Athens. 
The Kleisthenic system set the foundations for the Athenians’ incredible endurance to continually recover 
from some of the ancient world’s most catastrophic human disasters and military defeats, including the 
Persian Wars, and the subsequent invasions which followed during the fifth and fourth centuries.309  
The Kleisthenic system of demokratia connected Attica’s diversely located villages based on their 
strengths and weaknesses. This integration of villages permitted an exchange of resources and labour, 
thus creating self-sufficiency. Reforms integrated at a micro level the local economies of Attica based on 
the topographical situation and the collocation of different agricultural and natural resource areas. This 
process ensured every district with a fully mixed economy that mutually reinforced its members and 
allowed for economic recovery in times of crisis. Ultimately, Demokratia, ‘power of the people’, was in 
the hands of the ‘demos’, people who lived in Attica’s 139 demes. The Kleisthenic system allowed for 
economic recovery and protected the Athenians from displacement, ἄπολις, through the Late Archaic and 
Classical periods.310  
A peoples’ survival of invasion provides boundless opportunities to understand regional characteristics 
and development. Experiences produced in moments of catastrophes have lifelong effects upon 
inhabitants that can last for epochs. Direct consequences of continuous wars and invasions in the Eastern 
Mediterranean throughout the sixth to fourth-centuries caused distressing psychological pressures upon 
the Greeks that are yet to be explored. Despite the Athenians ability to repair and recover, the 
destruction of Athens in 480-479 B.C.E. nevertheless affected people's customs, identity, and at times, 
their unyielding passion for remaining connected to their ancestral homeland.311 
Jocasta: “I ask you what I long to have answered. What is it, to be deprived (στέρεσθαι) of one's 
country (πατρίδος)? Is it a great evil?  
Polyneices: “The greatest (μέγιστον); harder to bear than to tell” Eur. Phoe. 387.  
309 Papazarkadas (2011, 112) states that the demes were, a microcosm of the polis itself at a multitude of levels: religion and politics, 
economics, and social structure alike with the existence of dissimilarities between individual demes from the urban asty to one located in the 
chora. Originally cited by Kellogg 2014, 73. 
310 Lewis (204, 308) believed that the Trittyes existed to destroy the influence of elite families, that gained political influence from having a 
common cult in a common locality. Unfortunately, his analysis overlooks the circumstances of location, resources, agricultural and religious 
cycles, as well as regional circumstances which had a bearing into the formulation and acceptance of this model. 
311 In stable societies, moments of traumas which cause a shift in a pattern of behavior are limited to personal or small group situations. 
However, in case when the community is faced with a prolonged form of civil strife or war, the changes affect the entire community for a 
considerable period of time. Within the field of Anthropology this is termed as liminal experiences. See Turner 1964, 46-55. ; Thomassen 
2009, 5-27. 
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Appendices 
Appendix 1: Kleisthenic Tribes and Trittyes 
 City - Asty
 Inland - Mesogaia
Coast – Paralia Sources for Appendix 1 include: Barrington Atlas 2000, Traill 1986, Davies 1981, and Osborne 1985. 
Code Erechtheis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota  
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude
Ft. 
 Erechtheis Asty Euonymon 10 20 
S. Pedion, W 
Hymettos Mt., Plain
Access B3 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to
660-990
 Erechtheis Asty Upper Agryle 2 2 
S. Pedion, W 
Hymettos Mt., Plain
Access B3 Drainage 
0-330 to
330 - 660
 Erechtheis Asty Lower Agryle 3 
S. Pedion, W 
Hymettos Mt., Plain
Access B3 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to
330 - 660
 Erechtheis Asty? Kedoi 2 7 
S. Pedion, W 
Hymettos Mt., Plain
Access B3 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to
330 - 660
17 
 Erechtheis Mesogaia Kephisia 6 22 
E fringe of Pedion 
Plain, W from 
Pentelikon Mt., Plain 
Access. C2 
Drainage (Part, 
Kephisos) 
660-990 to
1320-1650
 Erechtheis Mesogaia Upper Pergase 2 5 
NE from Pedion W 
from Pentelikon Mt., 
Plain Access. C2 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to
660-990
 Erechtheis Mesogaia Lower Pergase 2 
NE from Pedion W 
from Pentelikon Mt., 
Plain Access. C2 Not Certain 
0-330 to
660-990
 Erechtheis Mesogaia? Phegous 1 1 
 Erechtheis Mesogaia? Themakos 1 1 
 Erechtheis Mesogaia* U/L Lamptrai 14 24 
Mesogaia, E of 
Anydros Mt., Plain 
Access C3 N/A 
330-660 to
660-990
26 
[103] 
Code Erechtheis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota  
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude
Ft. 
 Erechtheis Paralia 
Lower 
Lamptrai 0 
E Paralia, E of 
Anydros Mt., Plain 
Access C3 Drainage, Delta 
0-330 to
660-990
 Erechtheis Paralia Anagyrous 6 18 
E Paralia, S of 
Anydros Mt., Plain 
Access C3 Drainage, Delta 
0-330 to
330 - 660
 Erechtheis Paralia Pambotadai 1/0 
 Erechtheis Paralia Sybridai 0/1 1 
15-17
 Erechtheis 50 101 
[104] 
Code Ageis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream Altitude 
 Ageis Asty Kollytos 3 7 
Inside the Athenian 
walls, limited access. B3 Not Certain 
0-330 to
330 - 660
 Ageis Asty Kolonos 2 1 
N of Athenian wall, 
limited space to the 
Athenian Plain. B2 
Aqueduct 
(Close) 
0-330 to
330 - 660
 Ageis Asty Bate 2/1 3 
Athenian Plain and 
Mesogaia, NW 
Hymettos Mt. C3 Aqueduct 330-660
 Ageis Asty Upper Ankyle 1 2 
E of Athenian Walls 
on Athenian Plain C3 Ilisos River 330-660
 Ageis Asty Lower Ankyle 1 
E of Athenian Walls 
on Athenian Plain C3 
Aqueduct 
(Close) 330-660
 Ageis Asty? Erikeia 1 16 W of Ankemos Mt. B2 Aqueduct 330-660
 Ageis Asty* Hestiaia 1 1 
NW Hymettos Mt., 
access to Athenian 
plain, near 
Mesogaia. C2 Not Certain 
330-660 to
990 - 1320
 Ageis Asty* Otryne 1 1 
 Ageis Asty* Ikarion 4/5 4 
N Pentelikon Mt, no 
plain access, but 
mine access. C2 
Drainage down 
eastern slope of 
the valley 
1320-1650 
to 2310-
2640 
 Ageis Asty* Plotheia 1 2 
NE Pentelikon Mt., 
on the Dakrisis 
frontier C2 
Drainage 
(limited) 990-1320
 16 
 Ageis Mesogaia Gargettos 4 7 
Mesogaia between 
Pentelikon and 
Hymettos Mts., Plain 
Access C2 Drainage (Delta) 
330 - 660 
to 990 - 
1320 
 Ageis Mesogaia Erchia 7 
Mesogaia Plain, SW 
Gargettos, Plain 
Access C3 N/A 
0-330 to
330-660
 Ageis Mesogaia Philaidai 3 2 
Paralia/Mesogaia, 
Coast and Plain 
Access. C3 Drainage (Delta) 0-330 
[105] 
Code Ageis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc.   River/Stream Altitude 
 Ageis Mesogaia Ionidai 2/1 0 
S foothills of 
Pentelikon Mt., 
some access to plain C2   Drainage (Delta) 
660-990 to 
990-1320 
 Ageis Mesogaia Kydantidai 2/1 10 Pentelikon Mts C2   Drainage 
1320-1650 
to 2310 -
2640 
        18             
 Ageis Paralia 
Halai 
(Araphenides) 5 4 
Paralia, Coast and 
Plain Access D3   Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to 
330 - 660 
 Ageis Paralia Teithras 4 1 
Paralia and 
Mesogaia, S of 
Pentelikon Mt. C2   Drainage 
0-330 to 
330 - 660 
 Ageis Paralia Phegaia 3/4 4 
Paralia, E of 
Pentelikon Mt. 
(access to foothills) C2   Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to 
2310 -2640 
 Ageis Paralia Araphen 2 1 
Paralia, Coast and 
Plain Access, SE of 
Pentelikon Mt 
(access to foothills) D2   Coast 
0-330 to 
330 - 660 
 Ageis Paralia Myrrhinoutta 1   
Paralia, Coast and 
Plain Access, E of 
Pentelikon Mt C2   
Coast, swamp, 
Bog, marsh 
0-330 to 
1980 - 
2310 
 Ageis Paralia* Diomeia 1 2 
Near the walls of 
Athenian Plain, 
limited plain. B3   Ilissos River 0-330 
        16/17             
  Ageis     50 68           
  
[106] 
Code Pandionis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc.   River/Stream Altitude 
 Pandionis Asty Kydathenaion 11 24 
Inside the Athenian 
walls, limited access. B3     0 - 330 
 Pandionis Asty Probalinthos 5 3 
Paralia, NE 
Pentelikon Mt., 
Marathonion 
Pedion, and access 
to valley, and coast. C2   Drainage 
0-300 to 
1320 - 
1650 
       16/17             
 Pandionis Mesogaia U/L Paiania 12   
Mesogaiac plain, E 
foothills of Hymettos 
Mt.     Not Certain 
330-660 to 
660-990 
 Pandionis Mesogaia U/L Paiania 0 28 
Mesogaiac plain, E 
foothills of Hymettos 
Mt. B3   Drainage (close) 
330 - 660 
to 2640 - 
2970 
 Pandionis Mesogaia Oai 4 2 
Mesogaian plain, 
outside SE of 
Hymettos and 
Pentelikon Mts. C3   Drainage (Delta) 330-660 
 Pandionis Mesogaia Konthyle 1 0 
Mesogaian plain, E 
foothills of Hymettos 
Mt. C3   N/A 
0 - 330 to 
330-660 
       17             
 Pandionis Paralia Myrrhinous 6 10 
Mesogaia plain, 
sitting within a delta. C3   Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to 
1320 - 
1650 
 Pandionis Paralia Prasiai 3 6 
Paralia plain, access 
to plain and coast. D3   Drainage 
0-330 to 
990 - 1320 
 Pandionis Paralia Steiria 3 8 
Paralia plain, access 
to plain and coast. D3   N/A 
0-330 to 
660 - 990 
 Pandionis Paralia Angele 3/2 8 
Access to Mesogaia 
plain. C3   
Drainage 
(Delta), Erasinos 
River. 0-330 
 Pandionis Paralia Kytherros 2 6 
Access to Mesogaia 
plain. C3   Drainage Delta 0-330 
       16/17             
  Pandionis     50 95           
[107] 
Code Leontis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc.   River/Stream Altitude 
 Leontis Asty Skambonidai 3 6 Within walls B3   Aqueduct 0-300 
 Leontis Asty Halimous 3 2 
E Paralia Plain, and 
access to coast. B3   Drainage (Delta) 0-300 
 Leontis Asty Leukonoion 3 18 
Between Pedion and 
Athenian Plain, N of 
walls, access to 
plain. B2   Drainage (Delta) 0-300 
 Leontis Asty Kettos 3 1 
E of Athens, valley 
between Aigaleos 
Mt. B2   Drainage 
330-660 to 
660 - 990 
 Leontis Asty Upper Potamos 2 3 
Hymettos Mt., 
limited access to 
plains C3   Not Certain 
990 - 1320 
to 2970 - 
3300 
 Leontis Asty Lower Potamos 1   
Foothills of 
Hymettos Mt and 
limited access to 
Athenian plain. C3   Drainage (Delta) 660 - 990 
 Leontis Asty Cholleidai 2 3           
       17             
 Leontis Mesogaia 
Diakris 
(Paionidai) 3 2 
Foothills of Parnes 
Mt, and Diakris 
frontier. B2   Drainage 
990-1320 
to 3960 - 
4290 
 Leontis Mesogaia Aithalidai 2   
High foothills of 
Parnes Mt, and 
Diakris frontier, 
access to plain. C2   
Drainage (delta) 
and next to 
Aquaduct 
660 - 990 
to 1980 - 
2310 
 Leontis Mesogaia Eupyridai 2   
Pedion Plain, S of 
Parnes Mt (Trikomoi) B2   Drainage (delta) 
330-660 to 
660 - 990 
 Leontis Mesogaia Hybadai 2 3 
"Little evidence for 
location; trittys 
assignment from 
prytany list. (Trail, 
131)         
 Leontis Mesogaia Kolonai 2   
E side of Diakris 
frontier, no plain 
access. C2 Poor Drainage 
990-1320 
to 1320 - 
1650 
[108] 
Code Leontis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc.   River/Stream Altitude 
 Leontis Mesogaia Pelekes 2   
High foothills of 
Parnes Mt. 
(Trikomoi), W access 
to valley. B2   Drainage 990-1320 
 Leontis Mesogaia Hekale 1 2 
E side of Diakris 
(Parnes foothills) C2   N/A 990-1320 
 Leontis Mesogaia Kropidai 1 1 
Pedion Plain, S of 
Parnes Mt (Trikomoi) B2   Drainage (delta) 
330-660 to 
660-990 
 Leontis Mesogaia 
Oion 
Kerameikon 1 4           
       16             
 Leontis Paralia Phrearrhoi 9 9 
S Parneion Mt. N 
Laurion area, with 
plains access. C3   
Drainage (in 
parts) 
0-330 to 
1650 - 
1980 
 Leontis Paralia Sounion 4   
Laurion area 
(Agrileza Valley) 
access to mines 
plains, and coast.  C4 Poor Drainage 
0-330 to 
660 - 990 
 Leontis Paralia Deiradiotai 2 2 
E Paralia coastline, 
access to plain. D3 Poor N/A 
0-330 to 
660 - 990 
 Leontis Paralia 
Potamos 
Deiradiotes 2   
Located in a valley E 
Paralia coastline, 
with plain access D3   Drainage 
0-330 to 
660 - 990 
        17             
  Leontis     50 56           
  
[109] 
Code Akamantis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc.   River/Stream Altitude 
 Akamantis Asty Kerameis 6 13 
Athenian Plain, 
limted plain space, 
NW Athenian Walls. B3   Aqueduct 0 - 330 
 Akamantis Asty Cholargos 4 10 
Pedion Plain, N 
Athens. B2   Drainage (delta) 
0 - 330 to 
330 - 660  
 Akamantis Asty Hermos 2 1 
Athenian and Pedion 
Plain, NW Athens. B2   Drainage 
0 - 330 to 
330 - 660  
 Akamantis Asty Eiresidai 1   
Athenian Plain, 
limted plain space, N 
Athens B3   Aqueduct 0 - 330 
 Akamantis Asty Iphistiadai 1   
Pedion and 
Mesogaia Plains, NE 
Athens. C2   Drainage (delta) 
330 - 660 
to 660 - 
990 
 Akamantis Asty Eitea 2             
        16             
 Akamantis Mesogaia Sphettos  5 11 
E of Anydros Mts, 
Mesogaia Plain, E 
and W C3   Drainage 
0 - 330 to 
330 - 660  
 Akamantis Mesogaia Hagnous  5 7 
Centre of Mesogaia 
plain. C3   Drainage 0 - 330  
 Akamantis Mesogaia Prospalta  5   
Mesogaia Plain, 
valley E and W. C3   Drainage 
0 - 330 to 
1650 - 
1980 
 Akamantis Mesogaia Kikynna 2 4 
Lower foothills of 
Hymetto Mt. C3   Drainage 
330 - 660 
to 2970 - 
3300 
        17             
 Akamantis Paralia Thorikos 5 8 
SE Paralia valley, 
with coastal access 
and mines. D4   Drainage 
0 - 330 to 
660 - 990 
 Akamantis Paralia Kephale 9   
E Paralia, plain 
access. C3   
Drainage (in 
parts) 
0 - 330 to 
330 - 660  
 Akamantis Paralia Poros 3 3 
SE lower foothills of 
Paneion Mt., access 
to plain. C3   
Drainage (in 
parts) 
330-660 to 
1980 - 
2310 
       17             
  Akamantis     50 57           
[110] 
Code Oines Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream Altitude 
 Oines Asty Lakiadai 2 9 Pedion plain B3 
Kephisos and 
drainage (delta) 0-330
 Oines Asty Perithoidai 3 4 Pedion plain B3 
Kephisos and 
drainage (delta) 0-330
 Oines Asty Epikephsia 1 Pedion plain B2 
Kephisos and 
drainage (delta) 0-330
 Oines Asty Boutadai 1 1 Pedion plain B3 
Kephisos and 
drainage (delta) 0-330
 Oines Asty Lousia 1 3 Pedion plain B2 
Kephisos and 
drainage (delta) 0-330
 Oines Asty Ptelea 1 1 Pedion plain B2 
Kephisos and 
drainage (delta) 0-330
 Oines Asty Hippotamdai 1 
 Oines Asty Acharnai (part) 22 37 Pedion plain B2 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 and
330-660
 17 
 Oines Mesogaia Acharnai (part) 0 Pedion plain B2 
Drainage 
(delta)x3 
330-660
and 660-
990
 Oines Mesogaia Tyrmeidai 1/0 1 
 16 
 Oines Paralia Thria 7 4 Thriasion Pedion B2 
Drainage (delta) 
x4 systems 
including 1 
delta 0-330
 Oines Paralia Oe 6 7 Thriasion Pedion B2 Drainage 
330-660
and 660-
990
[111] 
Code Oines Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc.   River/Stream Altitude 
 Oines Paralia Kothokidai 2 4 Thriasion Pedion B2   Drainage (delta) 
0-330 to 
1650-1980 
 Oines Paralia Phyle 2 2 
Parnes Mt. (Highest 
deme) B2   Drainage 2310-2640 
        17             
  Oines     50 73           
  
[112] 
Code Kekropis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude 
(feet) 
 Kekropis Asty Melite 7 9 Within walls B3 
 Kekropis Asty Xypete 7 6 Trakomoi B3 Ilissos 0-330
/ Kekropis
Asty or mesogaia 
* Daidalidai 1 1 Trakomoi B3 Ilissos 0-330
/ Kekropis Asty or mesogaia Epieikidai 1 
 16 
 Kekropis Mesogaia Phlya 5? 7 Pedion plain C2 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 to
330-660
 Kekropis Mesogaia Athmonon 6? 12 
Pedion plain, W of 
Pentelikon Mt. C2 Drainage (delta) 
330-660 to
990-1320
 Kekropis Mesogaia Sypalettos 2 1 Pedion plain C2 Drainage (delta) 
330-660 to
660-990
 Kekropis Mesogaia Trinemeia 2 
Pedion plain SW 
Pentelikon Mts; 
close to the mines. C2 Not certain 
1360-1650 
to 2310-
2640 
/ Kekropis Mesogaia or asty Pithos 2/3 7 
 17 
 Kekropis Paralia Aixone 11 11 Paralia C3 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 and
1320-1650
 Kekropis Paralia Halai Aixonides 6 4 Paralia C3 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 to
990-1320
17 
Kekropis 50 58 
[113] 
Code Hippothontis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude 
(feet) 
 Hippothontis Asty Peiraieus 8 5 B2 0-330
 Hippothontis Asty Koile 3 2 Within the walls B2 Drainage 0-330
 Hippothontis Asty Keiriadai 2 1 
Outside W side of 
the walls B2 Drainage 0-330
 Hippothontis Asty Thymaitadai 2 3 
Outskirts of 
Peiraieus B2 Drainage 
0-330 to
660-990
 Hippothontis Asty Korydallos 1 
Outskirts of 
Peiraieus, foothills of 
Aigaleos Mt. B2 Poor Not certain 660-990
 Hippothontis Asty? Eroidai 1 
On the Heira Hodos 
between Aigaleos 
Mt. pass B3 Drainage 330-660
 17 
 Hippothontis Mesogaia 
Epakria? 
Dekeleia 4 4 
On the Diakris, N 
Pedion plain C2 Drainage 
990-1320
to 1650-
1980
 Hippothontis Mesogaia? 
Oion 
Dekeleikon 3 3 
On the Diakris, N 
Pedion plain C2 
Drainage 
(limited) 990-1320
 Hippothontis Mesogaia? Anakaia 3 
On the Diakris, N 
Pedion plain C2 Drainage 990-1320
 Hippothontis Mesogaia? Acherdous 1 1 
 Hippothontis Mesogaia*? Oinoe 4 4 
W Parnes Mt, also 
with a plain and 
valley. A2 Drainage 
660-990 to
1980-2310
 Hippothontis Mesogaia*? Azenia 2 1 
W Parnes Mt, also 
with a plain and 
valley. B2 Drainage 
330-660 to
1980-2310
 17 
 Hippothontis Paralia Eleusis 11 14 Traision Plain B2 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to
660-990
[114] 
Code Hippothontis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude 
(feet) 
 Hippothontis Paralia Kopros 2 4 Traision Plain B2 Drainage (Delta) 0-330 
 Hippothontis Paralia? Elaious 1 1 Traision Plain B2 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 and
660-990
 Hippothontis Paralia? Auridai 1 2 
 Hippothontis Paralia? Hamaxanteia 1 3 
16 
Hippothontis 50 48 
[115] 
Code Aiantis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota  
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude 
(feet) 
 Aiantis Asty Phaleron 9 4 Coast and Plain B3 Drainage 0-330
 Aiantis Asty Rhamnous 8 8 Tetrapolis D2 Drainage 
0-330 to
1320-1650
17 
 Aiantis Mesogaia Aphidna 16 19 Tetrapolis Plains C2 Drainage 660-1980
16 
 Aiantis Paralia 
Tetrapolis 
Marathon 10 7 Tetrapolis Plains C2 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 to
330-660
 Aiantis Paralia Oinoe 4 2 Tetrapolis Plains C2 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 to
660-990
 Aiantis Paralia Trikorynthos 3 3 Tetrapolis Plains D2 Drainage (delta) 
0-330 to
660-990
17 
Aiantis 50 43 
[116] 
Code Antiochis Trittys Deme 
Boule 
Quota 
Men of 
Property 
Plain Map Loc. River/Stream 
Altitude 
(feet) 
 Antiochis Asty Alopeke 10 21 S Asty plain B3 
Drainage 
(Ilissos) 0-330
 Antiochis Asty Kolonai 2 5 
N most deme (NE 
Epakria), it has space 
around it C2 
Drainage 
(Surrounding) 1650-1980 
 Antiochis Asty Eitea 2/1 NE of Epakria C2 Drainage (Delta) 
660-990 to
1320-1980
 Antiochis Asty Semachidai 1 1 Epakria C2 
Dainage 
(Delta/Valley) 660-990
 Antiochis Asty Krioa 1 2 
 Antiochis Asty Erioiadai 1 6 
16/17 
 Antiochis Mesogaia Pallene 6/7 12 
Mesogaia, pass 
between Oentelikon 
and Hymettos Mts. C2 Drainage (Delta) 
660-990 to
990-1320
 Antiochis Mesogaia Aigilia 6 1 
Paralia (despite a 
Mesogaia Trittys) C3 Drainage 
0-330 to
1650-1980
 Antiochis Mesogaia Thorai 4 1 C3 Drainage (Delta) 
0-330 to
1650-1980
16/17 
 Antiochis Paralia Anaphlystos 10 8 
Paralia and access to 
Mines C4 Not certain 
0-330 to
990-1320
 Antiochis Paralia Atene 3 Paralia C4 Drainage 
0-330 to
330-660
 Antiochis Paralia Amphitrope 2 6 
Laureion (Mines and 
Plain) Poor Drainage 
0-330 to
330-660
 Antiochis Paralia Besa 2 
Laureion (Mines and 
Plain) D4 Poor Drainage 
0-330 to
660-990
17 
Antiochis 50 63 
[117] 
Appendix 2: Topographical Distribution of Athenian Propertied Classes 
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Appendix 3: Akropolis Korai
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
696/49
3
180 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Front of a marble head of a statue 
and fragment of the body.
688 202 Near Propylaea
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Blow struck to back of the neck
687 202a Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Suffered damage to the top of her 
head. Sliced off at an angle toward 
her left ear.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
686/60
9
203-6;
278
Near Parthenon/N
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Two parts of this kore were 
discovered at separate locations. 
Upper Body (near Parthenon), 
lower legs (Near Erechtheion).
685 189-91;
274-5
Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
684 192 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
683 264 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several pieces. 
Axe mark blows still evident
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
682 146-7;
252-3
Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several pieces.
681 148-9 Near Erechtheion/
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from numerous 
pieces, such as the left forearm, 
the greater part of the legs, a piece 
of the neck, the middle of the 
shoulder lock on each side, the 
greater part of the stacked folds 
hanging from the left hand and a 
piece of plinth
680 248 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several pieces, 
with signs of damage from the fire.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
679 138-9;
244-7
Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several pieces.
678 137 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
677 127 a-d Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Top of crown sliced but the face 
has been recovered and attached. 
Blow inflicted to the side of the 
neck, decapitating the head,  and 
another strike on breast.
676 188 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Crown sliced off.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
675 163 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from three pieces
674 271 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head was severed but put 
together.
673 164-5 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Chunk missing to side of neck 
where blow struck.
672 150-1 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
671 159-61 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several pieces
670 152-3;
257-8
Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several 
fragments. Knees show sign where 
axe fell. Plate 153.d
669 140-1 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Severed brutally from the chest 
and additionally, into the waist. 
Face mutilated.
668 180 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Axe blow delivered at the right 
side of arm and top skull sliced off.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
667 180 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
666 168 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Torso R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Left side shows where blow struck.
664 199 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
662 186 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Blow at the forehead and severed 
at the neck.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
661 170 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
660 142 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from two pieces
659 166; 262 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head sliced at crown and below 
the nose. Unsalvageable.
656 133 Near Propylaea
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Fragment from chin to chest.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
654 133 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head sliced at the crown. We only 
have the face.
652 158 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Face mutilated, head sliced at the 
crown.
651 197 Near Parthenon
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Blow with axe top-right side of the 
head.
650 196 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
649 196 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
648 198 Unknown
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
646 N/A Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Agalma head (11.9 cm). See 
Karakasi, Table 14. p.169.
645 163 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
643/30
7
169; 263 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head of a marble statue.
641 195 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
640 199 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
639 158 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
636 158 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
628 N/A Near Parthenon
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Torso Only (Life size: 29cm). See 
Karakasi, Table 14. p.169.
627 207 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
626 134 a-c Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Severe mutilation on both sides of 
the shoulders and repair work 
carried out upon the waist. 
Unsalvageable.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
619 128 a-d Near Erechtheion
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Decapitated and chest attacked. 
Visible soot from.
616 196 Unknown
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
615 200-1 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Put together from several pieces.
614 143 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
613 17-3 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
612 172 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description One of the worst cases of evident 
mutilation. Unsalvageable.
611 155 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Shows that the arm was severed. 
The head was sliced and the torso 
damaged at upper legs.
605 186 Near Parthenon
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
604 N/A Near Parthenon
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Agalma without head or feet (life 
size). See Karakasi, Table 14. p.169.
603 176-7 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Burnt and Back right shoulder 
hacked with an instrument. See 
Karakasi. Plate 163; 177. Akr.603 
(b; c).
602 136 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only R
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head decapitated and body 
severed at the waist with a blow 
into the stomach. Soot from the 
fire also covers the body.
601 187 Near Parthenon
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head decapitated and evidence of 
axe hacking into the sides of torso.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
600 186 Near Parthenon
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
598 156-7 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description
595 184-5 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Decapitated with evidence of axe 
markings. Buttocks also 
intentionally damaged. 
Unsalvageable.
594 183;273 Near Erechtheion
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Decapitated head, and slicing 
behind the neck. Limited body 
damage, but unsalvageable.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
593 129 a-d Near Erechtheion
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Decapitation. Limited body 
damage.
589 126 a-c Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Decapitated and severed at upper 
legs. Torso is in poor condition.
588 130 Unknown
Korai State N/A
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Torso (under life size: 16 cm). See 
Karakasi, Table 14. p.169.
585 135 North Wall
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Extensive damage upon right 
shoulder and left side from the 
waist down.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
584 176 North Wall
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Shoulders and chest. Left shoulder 
hacked into by an axe.
582 125 North Wall
Korai State Fragment
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Fragment. See Karakasi, Table 14. 
p.168.
3511 N/A Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Torso Only (19 cm). See Karakasi, 
Table 14. p.168.
303 N/A Unknown
Korai State Head Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Head Only (under life size). See 
Karakasi, Table 14. p.169.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Body TraumaHead Trauma
DF/D TUSW/TFindspotPlate No.Inv.No.
269/16
3/164
130-2 Unknown
Korai State Head Torso C
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Shoulder sliced into waist and cut 
in half. Blow also at the back, front 
waist and legs.
253 162 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Fragment of a severely damaged 
kore.
1361 N/A Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Torso Only (23 cm). See Karakasi, 
Table 14. p.168.
1360 171 Unknown
Korai State Torso Only
Bibliography Karakasi, K. 2003. Archaic Korai. California: Getty 
Publications.
Description Severely damaged kore.
DF/D: Defaced or Decapitated WT: Without TorsoUS: Upper Shoulder T: Torso
Head Torso R: (R) Repair carried out to reconnect head  with torso. 
Head Torso C: Kore appears completenot to have been decapitated. 
Appendix 4:1. Herodotus’ Casualty List of Greek poleis and Other Nations prior to 480-479 B.C.E. 
One of the most compelling and undervalued aspect of Herodotus’ Histories is the endless invasions that Greeks and 
people of other nations find themselves having to endure during the sixth and fifth centuries B.C.E. From the Athenian 
perspective, the Histories details how captured cities were compelled to march upon Attica in 482 and 479 B.C.E.. 
Key: Invasions Massacres Intent of Invasion Reference to Attica/Athens
Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
1.15 645 Priene, Smyrna taken by Lydians. Captured 
Miletus invaded by Lydians. Captured 
1.26-92 560 Croesus Conquers Greeks of Asia. 
1.26 Ephesians Subjugated 
1.26 Ionians (Mainland Asia) Subjugated 
1.26 Aeolians Subjugated 
1.76 Sardis captured by Persians. Captured 
1.141 
Ionians and Lydians fortify their walls -
appeal to Spartans. 
1.142 The Ionian Cities - Caria 
1.141.2 Miletus Captured 
Myous Captured 
Priene Captured 
The Ionian Cities - North (Lydia) 
Ephesus Captured 
Colophon Captured 
Lebdos Captured 
Teos Captured 
Lklazomenai Captured 
Phocaea Captured 
The Ionian Cities - Islands 
Samos Captured 
Chios Captured 
Erythrai Captured 
1.149 Aeolian Cities - Mainland 
Cyme Captured 
Larissa Captured 
Neonteichos Captured 
Temnos Captured 
Kills Captured 
Notion Captured 
Aigiroessa Captured 
Pitane Captured 
Aegae Captured 
Myrina Captured 
Gryneion Captured 
1.152 Aeolian Cities - Islands Captured 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
1.161 545? Priene Enslaved. Enslaved 
1.162 545? 
Ionian Cities captured (by earthworks) 
by Harpagos. 
Captured 
1.169 545 
Harpagos defeats all the Ionian cities 
(except Miletus who have treaty with 
Persia). 
Captured 
1.174.6 
Cnidians surrender without resistance 
to Harpagos. 
Subjugated 
Description for the fall of other nations: 
1.178 539 Babylon Captured 
1.201 530 Massagetai Captured 
1.214 Cyrus killed fighting Messagetai. 
2.1, 3.11 
530-
525 
Cambyses prepares to attack Egypt. 
3.13 525 Egypt Falls. Subjugated 
3.14 Treatment of Royal Family. 
3.13.3 525 Cyrene, Barke, Lybia Surrender. Captured 
3.39 525 
Lacedaemonians attack Samos 
(Polykrates). 
Lesbians bounded in chains by 
Polykrates. 
Enslaved 
3.39.4 525 
Other islands subdued - raided and 
plundered everyone. 
Subjugated 
Samian exiles against Polykrates bought 
Hydrea. 
3.13 516? 
Democedes of Croton, medic who 
feared he would never see Hellas again. 
3.134.5 
Atossa, daughter of Cyrus and wife of 
Darius goads king to attack Hellas…she 
speaks of the land and Greek women to 
be her slaves. 
3.139 515 Samos conquered by Darius. Captured 
3.147 515? 
General Otanes massacres every man 
and child, sanctuary or not. 
Massacred 
3.149 515? 
The Persians swept Samos clean, "as 
with a net, handing it over both ruined 
and devoid of life. 
Destroyed 
3.151 and 
3.159 
522-1 Babylon Revolts, besieged and falls. Subjugated 
4.1 513 Darius marches against Scythians. 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
4.93 513 Getai enslaved by Darius. Subjugated 
4.118.1-5 513 Scythian Speech about the Persian yoke. 
4.144 and 
5.3 
513 
Magabazos subjugates the Hellespont 
including the Thracians "who if untied 
would be the strongest people". 
5.1-2, 512? Perinthians Subjugated 
5.4 Trausians Subjugated 
5.5 Krestonians Subjugated 
5.12 511 Paionians - transported Sent to Asia 
5.15.3 511 Siriopaiones - transported Sent to Asia 
5.15.3 511 Paioplai - transported Sent to Asia 
5.15.3 511 
People up to Lake Prasias – 
transported. 
Sent to Asia 
5.16 516 People around Mount Panaigon. 
5.16 Doberes Subjugated 
5.16 Agrianians Subjugated 
5.16 Odomantians Subjugated 
5.16 People around Lake Prasias Subjugated 
4.145 Persian campaign against Lybia. 
4.2 
Barke beseiged by the Persians (9 
months). 
4.201-2 
Inhabitants betrayed and massacred in 
various gruesome forms. 
4.204 Darius sent the captives to Baktria. 
Barkaians 
transported to 
Baktria 
5.26 
Otanes (succeeds Megabazos) takes the 
following: 
5.26 Byzantium Subjugated 
5.26 Chalcedon Subjugated 
5.26 Antandros Subjugated 
5.26 Lamponia Subjugated 
5.26 Lemonos Subjugated 
5.26 Imbros Subjugated 
5.30.3 - 
5.31 
c. 500 Trouble for Cyclades 
5.31.3 
Naxos, Paros, and others called 
Cyclades, and from there Euboea. 
5.115-6 496 
Persian siege of Cypriot cities "reduced 
to slavery". 
Enslaved 
5.117 497-6?
Hellespont cities captured "one city 
each day" Herodotus. 
Captured 
Abydos Captured 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
Perkote Captured 
Lampsacus Captured 
Paisos Captured 
5.122 Kios (Mysian) Captured 
5.118-121 496-5 Battle for the Carian cities. 
5.122.2 
Persian Hymaees captures the 
following: 
Aeolians (inhabiting Ilium territory) Captured 
Gergithians Captured 
5.123 497? 
Artaphernes and Otanes capture 
following: 
Klazomenai (in Ionia) Captured 
Cyme Captured 
5.124.2 497 
Aristagoras proposes to Milesians to 
colonise in Sardinia, or Edonia (in 
Thrace). 
5.126 
Aristagoras and body of Miliesans 
migrate to Myrkinos (Edonia). 
6.3 496-5
Histiaios tells (lies) Ionians that Darius 
intended to uproot them and create a 
migrate swap with the Phoenicians.  
6.9 
Revolting Greek cities offered (by 
Persians) no punishment if they 
abondoned to fight, but daughters lead 
into captivity (Baktria) and son to 
eunuchs if they refused.  
Greek rebel cities 
threatened with 
deportation prior 
to Lade. 
6.14.2 
Majority (49) of Samian fllet desert - 
backed tyrant Aiakes. 
6.14.3 
The eleven awarded patronymics and a 
pillar with their inscribed names. 
6.14.3 
"Lesbians followed Samians (who fled), 
as did many others". 
6.15 
Chians stayed and fought "received the 
roughest treatment". 
6.18 494 Persians capture Miletus. 
Besieged by land and sea…people 
enslaved. 
6.19.3-
6.20 
Majority of the men killed, women and 
children enslaved. 
Milesians to Susa 
and settled at 
Ampre on the 
Erythraean Sea 
(Persian Gulf).  
Sanctuary of Didyma plundered and 
burnt. 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
6.2 
Persians keep the regions around the 
city (Miletus) and plain for themselves, 
and gave the hill to Carians of Pedasa. 
Carians of Pedasa 
6.22 
"So there were no Milesians in Miletus" 
Herodotus. 
6.21.2 493-2
Athenian reaction to Miletus 
catastrophe. 
Phrynikos (sixth and fifth century 
tragedian rival to Aeschylus) composed 
play of capture of Miletus, audience 
burst into tears, and fined him 1000 
drachmas for reminding them of their 
own evils.  
6.21.1 c.510
Croton destroys Sybaris (southern Italy), 
Sybarites deprived of their city. 
Destroyed 
6.23.1 494 
Zanclaens besieging the city of the 
Sicels, "intending to destroy it". 
6.23.2-6 
Samian fugitives take Zancle, negotiate 
with Hippocrates, tyrant of Gela. 
Hippocrates takes 
half of Zanclean 
captives in the city 
and all those in the 
rural districts 
6.24.2 
The Samians had captured Zancle, "the 
most beautiful city with no effort at all". 
6.25.2 494? 
Carian cities taken by force or 
voluntarily. 
6.26 494? 
Histiaitos with Lesbian troops masters 
of Chios. 
Captured 
6.27 494? 
Histiaitos with Lesbian troops besiege 
Thasos (fails from Phoenician advance). 
Captured 
6.31 494-3
Persians capture the following Ionian 
lands, and regained all mainland 
cities…"when conquering one of the 
islands the barbarians would net its 
people". 
Chios Captured 
Lesbos Captured 
Tenedos Captured 
6.32 493 
Captured all handsome boys, castrated 
them, making them eunuchs, and 
dragged off all the beautiful virgin girls. 
Handsome Ionian 
boys and beautiful 
virgin girls sent to 
the king. 
6.32 
"The Ionians were reduced to slavery 
for a third time" Herodotus. 
Slavery 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
6.33 493 
Phoenician Fleet lay waste cities of the 
Hellespont, and many cities of the 
Chersonese. 
Perinthus Destroyed 
Fortifications on coast of: 
Thrace Destroyed 
Selymbria Destroyed 
Byzantium Destroyed 
Proconnesus Destroyed 
Artace Destroyed 
6.33.3 
The following escaped by earlier 
becoming subjects of the king: 
Kardia Subjugated 
Cyzicus Subjugated 
6.37 c.555
Croesus threatens to wipe out the 
Lampsacenes "like they were a pine 
tree" - the only tree which does not 
produce any new shoot once it has been 
chopped down. 
6.42 493 
Artaphernes, Governor of Sardis, 
summons Ionians to make pacts that 
disputes be settled by legal arbitration, 
and refrain from pillaging and 
plundering one another. 
Land was measured out and distributed. 
6.43 493-2
Mardonios deposes the Ionian tyrants 
and establishes democracies on the 
Asian coast. 
6.43.4 493-2
Mardonios crosses Hellespont with a 
vast fleet and huge land army, marching 
through Europe towards Eretria and 
Athens - goal of expedition. 
6.44 
Persians "really intended to subjugate 
as many Greek cities as they could" 
Herodotus. 
6.44 492 Fleet subjugated Thasos. Subjugated 
Army subjugated the Macedonians. Subjugated 
6.48 
Darius sends heralds testing the 
Hellenes whether they intended to 
wage war against him or surrender to 
him…asking "earth and water for the 
king". 
6.49 491 All the islands submitted. 
Islands: submit 
"earth and water 
to king". 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
6.49 491 Many mainland cities submitted. 
Certain mainland 
cities: submit 
"earth and water 
to king". 
Aeginetans submit, to the annoyance of 
Athenians and Spartans. 
Subjugated 
6.9 
Athenians settle Nikodromos and other 
exiles at Caper Sounion, from where 
they plundered the Aeginetans on the 
island. 
6.91 490 
Aeginetan revolt, 700 people taken and 
executed by the affluent class. 
6.94 491 
Darius sends Datis and Artaphernes to 
enslave the Athenians and Eretria. 
6.96 490 Persians attack and capture Naxos. 
Naxians enslaved. Enslaved 
Sanctuaries and city burnt. 
6.99 490 
Persians ravage Karystos till they 
adopted Persian thinking – they refused 
to give hostages or march against their 
neighbours. 
Enslaved 
6.101 490 
Persians invade the following cities in 
Euboea: 
Tamaynai Invaded 
Choereai Invaded 
Aigilia Invaded 
6.101.2-3 Eretria 
Eretrians taken to 
Susa, and onto 
Arderikka  
6.119.1-4 
Herodotus makes sure to mention the 
destination of the Eretrians, still 
speaking their language. 
6.103-117 490 
Marathon: The Athenians march to 
Marathon to defend themselves. 
Invaded 
6.133 489 
Paros (supplied ship to Persians 
attacked by Miltiades) but instead he 
demanded 100 talents.  
6.137 
Miltiades takes possession of Lemnos 
from Pelasgians. 
6.138 
Phelasgians revenge themselves by 
taking Athenian women.  
7.1-2 489-6
Darius prepares immediate retaliation 
against Athens and Egypt, which also 
revolts. 
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Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Greek poleis and other nations invaded 
by rivals and Empires. 
Enslave 
(andrapodizein) 
7.1-2 489-6 Egypt Revolts. 
7.4 486 Darius dies after 36 years. 
7.5 485 
Mardonios advises Xerxes to march 
onto Hellas. 
Invaded 
7.6.2 485 
Aleuadai of Thessaly invite king to 
invade Hellas. 
7.7 485 Xerxes supresses Egyptians. 
Egyptian Revolt 
crushed 
7.8 484? Persians discusses attacking Athens. 
7.8. 484? 
"I shall not give up until I conquer 
Athens and set it on fire" Xerxes. 
7.118 
Hellenes who received Xerxes army into 
their territory reduced to utmost 
hardships; they were even driven from 
house and home. 
7.119 
Locals prepared in advance their grain 
to prepare for wheat, fattened the 
finest live stock, raised birds, land birds. 
For the recruitment of Greeks (on mainland) by Persians “to subjugate Greece and destroy Athens” (Hdt. 
7.115.2), see Appendix 4.2. 
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Appendix 4:2. Herodotus’ List of Mainland Greek poleis compelled to march upon Athens (480-479) 
Herodotus (7.108) states that once leaving Doriscus in Thrace, Xerxes marched onto Hellas, compelling all the 
people and cities that he passed to “go with his army”. The subjected Greek poleis which are not included on 
the list below are the Aegean, and the Ionian cities which fell under the yoke of the Persian Empire during 
the sixth-century (see Appendix. 4:1). These regions are nevertheless in the catalogue of Xerxes' navy in 
Hdt.7.93-95. Hence following their victories over the Persians, Athenian movement against particular Greek 
cities, based on their geographical position needs to be re-investigated.  
Books: 
Chapters 
The recruitment of Greeks (on the 
mainland) by Persians to subjugate 
Greece and destroy Athens in 480 B.C.E. 
(Hdt. 7.115.2) 
7.109 Maroneia 
Dikaia 
Abdera 
Pistyros 
7.11 Thracian People: 
Paitians 
Kikones 
Bistones 
Sapaians 
Dersaians 
Edonians 
7.112 Mt. Panagaion and Gulf of Poseidon: 
Paionians 
Doberes 
Paioplaians 
7.114 Edionians 
7.115 Stageira 
Akanthos 
7.115.2 Those by the sea joined the fleet. 
7.115.2 Those located inland joined on foot. 
Ships and troops added from: 
7.122 Cities of Athos: 
Assa 
Piloros 
Singos 
Sarte 
7.122 Theramic Gulf/Sithonia: 
Torone 
Galepsos 
Sermylia 
Mekyberna 
Olynthos 
 Cities from Pallene: 
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Books: 
Chapters 
The recruitment of Greeks (on the 
mainland) by Persians to subjugate 
Greece and destroy Athens in 480 B.C.E. 
(Hdt. 7.115.2) 
7.123 Poteidaia 
Aphytis 
Neapolis 
Aige 
Therambos 
Skione 
Mende 
Sane 
Cities from the Theramic Gulf: 
Lipaxos 
Kombreia 
Aisa 
Gigonous 
Campsa 
Smila 
Aeneia 
7.123.3 Land of Mygdonia: 
Therme 
Sindos 
Chalastra 
7.124 Boetiaia: 
Ichnai 
Pella 
7.132 The following gave Earth and Water: 
Thessalians 
Dolopians 
Ainianes 
Perraibians 
Locrians 
Magnesians 
Malians 
Achaeans of Phthiotis 
Thebans 
“All Boeotians joined the king except for 
the Thespians and Plataeans” (Hdt. 
7.132). 
For the recruitment of Greeks from the Ionian coast and Aegean islands see Hdt.7.93-95, but a 
total of 307 Greek ships sailed to Athens as part of the Persian Fleet, from Dorians living in 
Asia, Ionians, the islanders, Aeolians, and those from the Pontic region. 
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Appendix 4:3. Herodotus’ List of Greek rivals invading Attica prior to 480-479 B.C.E. 
Books: 
Chapters 
Year 
B.C.E.
Rival Greek poleis invading Attica 
5.63.2 c.511
Sparta: Spartans sent in to overthrow Hippias, 
defeated at Phaleron, by sea. 
5.64 510 
Sparta: Spartans send larger force with King 
Kleomenes, by land. 
Sparta: Spartans besiege supporters of the tyrants. 
5.66.2, 
5.69.2 508/7 
Kleisthenes' 10 tribes, gained the upper hand from 
his political opponents. 
5.72 507 
Sparta: Spartans invade Athens, overthrow Kleisthenes 
and 700 Athenian households. 
5.72.3 
"Foreigner from Lacedaemon: go back, and do not 
come into the shrine. For it is not lawful for Dorians 
to enter here." Priestess of the Athenian Akropolis. 
5.74 506 Sparta: Kleomenes invades Eleusis. 
5.74.2 506 Boeotia: Boeotians capture Oinoe and Hysiai (demes). 
5.77 Athenian victory to regain both villages. 
5.74.2 506 Chalcis: Chalcidians plunder other areas of Attika. 
5.76 
Mythology: Dorian invasion during the reign of king 
Kodros when they established Megara. 
5.80 505? Boeotia: Thebes attacks Attika again, but driven out. 
5.81.2 505? 
Aegina: Aeginetans respond to Theban request and 
wage an undeclared against Athens.  
Athenians fight against Boeotians. 
5.81.3 505? 
Aegina: Aeginetans lay waste to Phaleron and other 
demes. 
5.91-2 504 
The Spartans observed that the Athenians were 
growing in strength…"the growth of their power 
inflates them with pride". 
5.92 
Peloponnesian league summoned by which Sokleas of 
Corinth rejects the proposal to return the tyrants to 
Athens. 
5.94 504? 
Sigeion, home of Hippias and his son, was taken by 
force from Mytilenians, who demanded their land 
back. 
5.97 500/499 Aristagoras arrives at Athens. 
5.97.2 Athens has "30,000" Athenians. 
5.97.3 They dispatched 20 ships to Ionia 
The beginning of evils for Hellenes and Barbarians. 
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Appendix 5. Black-figure lekythoi within the Agora Deposits  
The lekythos was a generic term for an oil or perfume jug that took various forms.312 In Athens during the 
sixth and fifth‐century, the vessel delivered scented unguents (μύρον) to the dead.313 Traditionally, this 
vase type was part of the Athenians long and unbroken tradition of lamenting the dead. Shapiro notes 
that this Athenian ceramic type “is the only subject that occurs on Athenian vases in an unbroken series 
from the Late Geometric of the (mid‐eighth century) to the end of the Peloponnesian War (late fifth‐
century). The Q12:3 comprised of 246 lekythoi, while the Rock‐cut Shaft (G6:3): 104. In total, 
archaeologists discovered 538 lekythoi, including 499 in the black‐figure (Fig.12. Graph).314  
Beginning from the sub‐Mycenaean (1100‐1020 B.C.E.) the Attic lekythos evolved in the first half of the 
sixth‐century (Archaic period) and Classical Period into three main types.315 These include the Deinaeria 
lekythos which appears in 590‐580 B.C.E. and used until the last quarter of the sixth‐century, the squat 
lekythos, characterised by its ovoid body, ring foot, and flaring calyx mouth, the shoulder lekythos (540‐
530 B.C.E.), and the cylindrical lekythos.316 The latter form is characterised by its flaring or calyx mouth 
and a long neck that slides into the shoulders, breaking with an offset at the joint to move onto what 
would be its cylindrical body.317 As we shall see, the cylindrical lekythos was a major vessel involved in 
Athenian rituals throughout the sixth‐century. On its body, black‐figure iconography from mythology 
depicted daily activities, battle, or “unusual subject matters” (Fig.12).  
Before the Persian invasions, the black‐figure technique with its mythological scenes was the 
conventional type of lekythos. Within the despots of the Agora, the largest assemblage of black‐figure 
lekythoi were derived from one potter’s workshop, the Class of Athens 581.318 Along with their presence 
around the Agora (G6:3: H13:5: Q12:3), 319 the role of these artists and the significance of the lekythos in 
Athenian culture is warranted by their discovery in one of the most sacred memorial sites for Athenians, 
                                                            
312 The earliest known reference appears in Homer’s Odyssey, when the Phaeacian princess Nausicaa, daughter of Queen Arete and King 
Alkinoos receives from her mother soft olive oil in a golden lekythos to do the wash. It would be the same lekythos that the lost wanderer, 
Odysseus would later use to wash and regenerate himself.  
“δῶκεν δὲ χρυσέῃ ἐν ληκύθῳ ὑγρὸν ἔλαιον” Hom. Od. 6.48, cited by, Oakley 2004, 4. 
313 Plato, Hippias Minor. 368c.  
314 Shapiro 1991, 626. 
315 Beazley 1938, 2. 
316 The earliest squat lekythos appears in c.500 B.C.E. and although not popular at first, it would go on to replace the cylindrical lekythos.  
Oakley 2004, 5.; Haspels 1936, 2‐68. 
317 Oakley 2004, 4‐6. 
318 Before J.D. Beazley incorporated this class into its current category (Class of Athens 581), C.H.E. Haspels originally distinguished three 
painters, noting resemblances, but also distinctions between each hand. Haspels identified these painters as the Marathon Painter, Haimon 
Painter, and the Painter of Athens 581. Haspels 1936, 1936. 89‐94, 130‐41. 
319 Neither of these two deposits are close to the potters quarter, the Kerameikos.  
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the Marathon Tumulus, the location whereby 192 Marathonomachoi (Fighters at Marathon) were buried 
following the Battle of Marathon (490).320 Within the tumulus, Greek archaeologists discovered (1890‐91) 
28 black‐figure lekythoi. Of this group, seven vases are attributed to the Marathon Painter, eight to the 
manner of the Haimon Painter, and five to the Class of Athens 581. The popularity or demand for The 
Class of Athens is highlighted in the Agora, where 15 of 21 deposits contain the Painter(s). They also 
account for half of the black‐figure lekythos assemblage.  
The vessels from the Haimon workshop discovered in the shaft of G6:3 and well Q12:3 indicate an 
advancement in the lekythos class from those of the Marathon tombs.321 In contrast to the vases 
discovered within the tumulus, the assemblage in the Agora contained the taller more slender vessels, 
whose shoulder was “rarely wider than the foot and noticeably flatter than its predecessors”.322 The 
development of these more slender vessels discovered in G11:3, D17:2, E15:6, and D15:1 address the 
theory based on dating deposits before the Persian invasion or in the aftermath of Athenians resettling 
into their homes. One approach that resulted in pre‐dating a deposit to before 480 based itself on 
information contained on ostraka shards. These shards bare the names of Athenians exiled from Athens 
before 480‐479 through a process called ostrakismos.  
Following the invasion and during the continued wars which Athens engaged first with Persia in the 
Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean and later with its Greek rivals, the cultural significance of the lekythos 
adjusts to a white‐ground background and polychrome decorations. However, the most notable and 
memorable change is the shift to personal depictions of Athenians on the vessel’s body. In response to its 
destroyed polis and continuing wars, the fifth‐century white‐ground lekythos became a private 
monument in its design and fine painting technique. A cultural marker in its exclusivity and intimacy for 
memorialising Athenian youths, including daughters and beardless warriors, couples in departure scenes, 
and fathers mourning their sons at the grave.323 However, during the Late Archaic period, the white‐
                                                            
320 This moment marked the point whereby the first Persian was halted by an land‐force of Athenian and Plataean hoplites. Hdt. 6.117. and 
Thuc. 2.34. 
321 Marathon Haimon lekythoi have a wider shoulder than the foot and “slopes perceptibly upwards to the base of the neck, while the lower 
body tapers in gently to join the foot”, while some of those found in the Agora tall, slender vessels. The shoulder rarely much wider than the 
foot and noticeably flatter than its predecessors. Shear 1993, 410. 
322 Shear 1993, 410. 
323 Dipicted scenes commonly take place in domestic spaces or at the cemetery with mourner and deceased separated by a grave stelae. 
During the fifth century, the Achilles painter is arguably the most influential of the Attic painters. At no point during his career do the 
subjects depicted on this painter’s vases, and especially the white ground lekythos, loose their dignity in the moment. Regardless of what 
was happening in the real, Achilles keeps his figures complete in the memory of how they would see each other in normal times. The only 
interference with reality is the space filled in by the stele which separates the mourner with the deceased. 
The Achilles Painter was the master practitioner of the white‐ground lekythos who depicted memory, and also “funerary iconography”. 
Boardman 2001, 2001. 95; 129. 
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ground application is a rarity amongst the assemblage found in the Agora (see table below) and non‐
existent among the 28 lekythoi discovered within the sacred Marathon Tumulus.324  
   
                                                            
324 Before the Persian invasion, Attic painters such as the Edinburgh Painter consistently applied the white slip as a background (c.510‐500 
B.C.E.), and within the Agora deposits, two white‐ground lekythoi in the black‐figure discovered in G6:3 depicting mythological scenes (fig.13 
[Table]). However, during this period, the first white‐ground lekythoi are decorated in silhouette black‐figure” and the the polychrome paint 
which we see during the fifth‐century from artists such as the Achilles Painter.  
Source for Agora white ground lekythoi. Vanderpool 1946 
John Boardman, Boardman 1989, 130. 
No.    Vase   Painter  Image   Source 
117 
 
Lekythos   Gela Painter 
Winged quadriga with winged 
charioteer.  
Plate XLIX. Vanderpool. 
298. 
118 
 
Lekythos   Gela Painter  Apollo and Artemis in Delos.  
Plates XLIX‐L. Vanderpool. 
298. 
167 
  Fragmentary 
lekythos  Unknown   Dionysos and satyrs.   Plate LIII. Vanderpool. 306. 
186 
  Fragmentary 
lekythos  Unknown   Herakles and Amazons. 
Plates LVI and LXIV. 
Vanderpool. 309. 
TABLE: VANDERPOOL’S ASSEMBLAGE IN G6:3 OF WHITE-GROUND LEKYTHOI.  
Source: Eugene Vanderpool, "The Rectangular Rock-Cut Shaft," Hesperia, 1946. 
Table and analysis: Nestor. N., 2017. 
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Appendix 6. Chronological determinate of the ostraka 
Ostraka is the plural of the word ostrakon, a pottery shard fragment that 
Athenian citizens used to scrape the name of a citizen whom they believed 
warranted expulsion from Attica (Fig.45).325 Originally, archaeologists in
1932 discovered 15 ostraka pieces within the upper fill of deposit G6:3, 
known as the Rock-up shaft.326 These shards bore the names of men 
ostracised between 487-480. As a result of these finds, Eugene 
Vanderpool understandably published in 1946 on the basis that this small 
assemblage were the first of their kind, G6:3 was fixed chronologically to before the destruction of 
Athens.327 Shear, however, stated that the assumption that the shaft predated the Persian invasion was 
“not by any means necessarily correct” and applied the development of the lekythoi to debase 
Vanderpool’s theory which had become “widely accepted”.328 The Excavations Director identified that the 
ostraka shards discovered in the upper layer of shaft G6:3 were from an earlier date than the lekythoi 
that had evolved and discovered beneath the ostraka.329 However, if there is any doubt to Shear’s 
method, there is another approach which disputes the use of ostraka to determine the date of G6:3. The 
following section will add to the argument made by Shear in 1993 by affirming how these shards were 
never cast into the ostrakismos urn during the years leading to the Persian-led assault. Instead, their 
disposal into the shaft was one of the last items made after the invasion and was part of the actual debris 
the Athenians disposed of following their return. The ostraka were left over material or scraps that 
remained, hence, their location in the upper fill with the more precious and chronologically developed 
items, such as the lekythoi, being discovered below. 
In general, ostraka were the Mediterranean equivalent of our scrap pieces of paper used for recording 
household inventory or other daily matters of life. The Athenians used the shards to vote in the process 
of ostrakismos (ostracism), a politically strategic process for expelling any citizen of the state whom 
people believed had become a threat.330 Each year citizens gathered in an area of Agora believed to be 
325 Plutarch. Arist.7. 
326 Shear 1932, 456-61. 
327 See chart. Vanderpool 1946, 1946. 265; 267; 270-4. 265; 267; 271-4. 
Shear. 1993, 383; 412. 
Since Vanderpool’s discoveries thousands of shards that have since been recovered from around the Agora, including the vast hoard of 
8,500 shards discovered in an abandoned Eridanos River bed located in the Kerameikos (1966). Brenne 1992, 13.  
328 Shear 1993, 412-3. 
329 Shear 1993, 411. 
330 As part of the Kleisthenic reforms of 508/7B.C.E., ostrakismos allowed Athenians to expel, by a manner of the vote, any citizen of the state 
whom they believed was a political threat to the state for ten years. On the upside, the ostracised individual kept all his assets (mostly 
FIGURE 45: AN OSTRAKON AGAINST 
THEMISTOKLES PHEARRIOS. 
Inv.no.2012.02.7438
Source: Lang, M.L., 2004. 21.  
Photograph: Sideris, A.  
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outside Stoa Basileios.331 Before the day of the vote, an Athenian citizen scratched or had a shard 
scratched for him (see Plutarch.Arist.7.5) upon the surface the name of the individual whom a citizen felt 
had reached a status which threatened the well-being of the polis or the demokratia. On the day the 
ostrakismos was to take place, individuals would bring their ostraka to the designated area and cast their 
vote into an urn.332 One shard (vote) carried with it a possible two count process. The first Plutarch notes 
involved counting by the nine Archons of all the shards. A result of 6,000 activated the second procedure, 
resulting in the ostraka being separated into separated piles to sort out the respective candidates. 
Hereupon the man with the most votes was ostracised and thereby had ten days to leave the territory of 
Attica or face punishment by death (Plut.Arist.7.4-5).333 
Based on the initial 1932 discovery, Vanderpool believed that the names of three individuals which 
appear on the shards determined the date of the shaft.334 Shear notes (p.383) that the conclusion was 
widely accepted, and while debates regarding his findings have since concentrated on the chronology of 
vases, the intent behind the manner of destruction, and the displacement of people is overlooked.335 
Most importantly, and regardless of the techniques which archaeologists have developed over the 
decades since, Vanderpool’s theory was faulted by limited evidence that he had during the early stages of 
excavations. However, despite the “pioneering” methods adopted by the early excavators of the Agora, 
based on the historical account of ostrakismos described above, Vanderpool’s methodology was from the 
beginning incorrect on numerical grounds alone, for which the professor must have been aware of.336 In 
other words, the 15 shards recovered from G6:3 were too few to have been part of any ostracism. For the 
record, eight of the 21 deposits, plus the Building J deposit produced 36 pieces of ostraka shards 
(Fig.46.Table).337 Archaeologists have concluded that all 14 wells excavated come from residential and 
property), in addition to the income he made from it. According to Aristotle’s Athenian Constitution, the law was first enacted two years 
after the Battle of Marathon (490B.C.E.). Aristot. Const. Ath. 22; 43. Plutarch. Arist. 7. 
331 Brenne 1992, 22. 
Lang 2004 21-22. 
332 Some ostraka express the emotions which this process entailed. A vote against Themistokles added “Out with him!” while another 
against Kallixenos, (unknown within the literary sources), has “traitor” scratched onto the surface. Lang 2004 22. 
333 Brenne (1994) states that “ostrasised individuals had to live outside the capes of Euboia and Troizen”. 22-3. 
334 The ostraka in G6:3 contained the names of Hipparchos (2), Megakles (3), Aristeides (3), who are known to have been ostracized from 
Athens in 487, 486, and ca. 482 respectively. They also held that of Kallixenios (1), Hippokrates (1), Themistokles (1), and the anonymous 
Boutalion. Vanderpool 1946, 271-5. 
335 Shear explains some of the problems with Vanderpool’s analysis based on “supplementary fill” which appears in the stratigraphy of well 
or shaft’s contents. Shear 1993, 383; 386. 
Shear’s 1993 article was a response to attack made by E. D. Francis and Michael Vickers (1988) which “aimed to lower the dates of all Late 
Archaic Greek art by about 50 years”. 383-4.  
Francis, E. D., and M. Vickers. 1988. "The Agora Revisited: Athenian Chronology c. 500-450 B.C.," BSA 83. 143-167. 
336 I can only speculate what Vanderpool’s reasoning was to make this claim, however it is not my objective to create assumptions on a 
individual who dedicated hundreds of hours into the Agora excavations. 
337 Shear 1993 412. 
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commercial establishments, while (G11:3 and G 11:8), located beside each other appear to have served a 
public role based on their location near public buildings.338 Unfortunately, from the initial 1938 
publication, Vanderpool’s theory was unsteady.339 We know that any vote of ostrakismos was required to 
take place in the public domain of the Agora, through the process of the ostrakon deposited in an urn and 
depending on votes there could have been hundreds or thousands of other ostraka. This leads to 
Vanderpool’s second theoretical flaw, which is the isolation of these shards. We do know of Hipparchos, 
Megakles, Aristeides respective exiles in 487, 486, and c.482. A total of eight shards among these three 
citizens were discovered in G6:3. The remaining seven ostraka are of Themistokles, Boutalion, 
Hippokrates, and Kallixeneos. Had these ostraka been cast among the others in an ostrakismos urn, G6:3 
would have needed a total of at least 6,000 shards, for the necessary amount of ostrakon to be activated 
or otherwise the first vote would void the second count from taking place (Plut.Arist.7.5). The purpose of 
this exercise is not to disprove the ostracism of these individuals, but to make the point that the 
chronology of their expulsion from Athens and dating G6:3 on a meagre amount of 8 fragments has no 
relationship with what is below the upper level of the shaft, nor can we discount this well from the 
destruction of Athens in 480-479. 
Hence, following the destruction of Athens, and Athenian residents returning to find their homes, 
workshops and businesses utterly destroyed, people would have naturally salvaged any property they 
could. Useless items such as these ostraka, which had been scratched years previously, would have been 
thrown into the deposits and on top of the rubble of destroyed buildings. Therefore, the logical 
conclusion of the rock-cut shaft is out chronologically and why Shear argues that archaeologists should 
not rely on simple ostraka for determining the overall chronology of a particular area.340 In the context of 
the 21 deposits, 15 ostraka shards from one deposit, nor a total of 36 from nine, cannot deny a historical 
event of a city’s devastation and the intention of displacement.341  
  
                                                            
338 Shear 1993, 384. 
339 Vanderpool 1946. 
340 Shear 1993, 386. 
341 For a complete inventory of G6:3, see Shear 1993, 445-9.  
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Deposit Total  Names and No. of Ostraka 
D 15:1 6 
Themistokles (1; Agora 25 nos. 987),  
Xanthippos (5; Agora 25 nos. 1060-64).  
Shear 413; 435. 
E 14:5 1 
Kritias Leaidou (1; Agora 25 nos. 609).  
Shear 440. 
E 15:6  9 
Aristeides (1; Agora 25 nos. 67),  
Boutalion (1; Agora 25 nos. 975),  
Hipparchos (1; Agora 25 nos. 141),  
Hippokrates (1; Agora 25 nos. 241),  
Hippokrates (?) (1; Agora 25 nos. 1131),  
Hippokrates Louterion (1; Agora 25 nos. 298),  
Themistokles (2; Agora 25 nos. 974-5),  
Xanthippos (2; Agora 25 nos. 1058-9)  
Shear 442. 
F 19:5 1 
Megakles (1; Agora 25 nos. 638).  
Shear 443. 
G 11:8 1 
Hippokrates (1; Agora 25 nos. 304).  
Shear 452. 
G 3:1 1 
Megakles (1; Agora 25 nos. 637).  
Shear 444. 
G 6:3 15 
Aristeides (3; Agora 25 nos. 64-66),  
Boutalion (1; Agora 25 nos. 92),  
Hipparchos (2; Agora 25 nos. 139-40),  
Hippokrates (3; Agora 25 nos. 240, 276, 297), 
Kallixeneos (2; Agora 25 nos. 561-2), 
Megakles (3; Agora 25 nos. 633-5),  
Themistokles (1; Agora 25 nos. 973).  
Shear, 412; 448-9. 
H 12:18 
(Building J) 1 
Hippokrates (1; Agora 25 nos. 1827). 
Shear 468.  
Q 20:1  1 
Xanthippos (1; Agora 25 nos. 1068). 
Shear 468.  
 
FIGURE 46 TABLE: 36 OSTRAKA DISCOVERED AROUND AGORA. 
Source: Shear, 1993. 
Analysis and Table: Nestor N., 2017. 
 
[157] 
Appendix 7. Athenian Agricultural Landscape 
Thucydides’ well-known assessment of Attica’s remote period of freedom due to the poverty of its soil, 
has formed various modern analysis including one made by Kagan stating that Attica possessed poor soil, 
while others state of an Empire overlying on its imports (1.1.5).Thucydides’ valuation, however, was 
made in his ‘archaeology’ of Hellas and Attica, which aimed to clarify how the Greeks constant migration 
was related to wars over rich farming plains that caused people to abandon their lands constantly, and 
had no time nor defence for cultivating their varied landscape.  
In modern Greece today, it may be difficult to identify, but geographically, ancient Attica had three 
agricultural plains, Thriasion Pedion, Asty Pedion, and Mesogaia (Fig.38.Map). Contemporaries from the
fifth and fourth-centuries, including Theophrastos, tend to expose our relative absent agricultural 
awareness of ‘simply’ assessing Attica’s landscape by its appearance. However, the importance and 
complexity of agriculture is critical in the understanding the Kleisthenic reforms (Part 4: Chapter 10).342 
Part of the archaic period’s development of the polis as a political framework cannot be explored without 
understanding how farming integrated into the social, religious, political and military development of 
ancient Greece. Theophrastos’ study of soil mechanics, πέδον, included how soil required cultivation in 
different seasons.343 However with a knowledge of the environment, techniques, and observing the 
changing of the seasons, as noted in Hesiod’s Works and Days, the appearance of a desolate landscape to 
an inexperienced observer who is accustomed fertile green pastoral lands is misleading.344 Xenophon, 
who knew a thing or two about the ‘science of household management’ and agriculture, highlights that 
Attica was far from a deficient and unsustainable landscape, unable to support its population. The 
Oeconomicus adds to the complexity, wealth, and the Athenian dependence on agriculture 
(Xen.Oec.15.9.).345 The more recent interest to examine Greek farming practices reveal that this 
342 Thucydides (2.16.1) and Aristophanes (Ach. 35) state the compulsive connection that Athenians had with their countryside. For many 
years there was an absence within the field of scholarship examining the relationship between the chora (χώρα) and the astu (ἄστυ), with 
the former almost being an empty space, dull and pitiful, or simply, a neglected occupation.  
In the Aristophanes Acharnians, a disgruntled refugee within his own homeland, Dikaiopolis, complains about missing his farming lifestyle, 
and where he can trade his produce. See Part 4 regarding the self-sufficiency of Attica’s demes.  
Isager and Skydsgaard 1992, 3.  
Alcock 2007, 120; 131. 
343 “Light and poor land yield perfectly well because they all have favourably disposed of for breezes off the sea”. Theophrastos, Enquiry into 
Plants. 8.7.6.  
344 Hesiod (WD. 383-640) provides a detailed report on the means of preparing and harvesting ones crops through the changing of the 
season.  
345 Following Louis Gernet’s 1909, ‘L’approvisionnement d’Athenes en ble aux Vet st IVe siecles’, historians take onboard the theory through 
a process of historical linkages that classical Athens annually imported tonnes of cereals to feed its large population. Gernet’s conclusions 
had “a colossal influence” on Finley whose own work, Ancient Economy still remains influential.  
Finely (1985, 133 [the Ancient Economy, 2nd ed.]) accepted that approximately two-thirds of the grain consumed in Athens was imported. 
However, Sallares (1991, 52-9) states that Gernet’s assessment is based on an unreliable statement by Athenaios who claimed that the 
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important occupation was, on the whole, well adapted to its environmental conditions of terrain and 
climate.346 Osborne notes that soil studies carried out throughout Attica’s known demes reveal that 12 
villages are located on ‘patchy’ soils.347 However, four are adjacent to isolated areas where good soil 
allowed residents to farm.348 Two of the remaining eight are partly on patchy soil, while another had 
access to the sea. The remaining four demes are located in Attica’s mining regions.349 Based on this, Part 4 
describes how each Kleisthenic deme worked within its region, trittys, and observed that no Athenian 
village, including these mining villages, were isolated nor deficient (Chapter 10.4-5). The extent of Attica’s 
resource wealth and it is the envy of others is highlighted in the opening passages of Xenophon’s Ways 
and Means, which states the following: 
“the country is by its nature capable of furnishing ample revenue (1.2-7).350 
Finally, intensive surveying in parts of Attica reveals the extent of diversity of land ownership and 
agricultural activity that included special purpose sites. These locations confirm a dynamic landscape that 
contained the processing of olive oil and wine, and other materials associated with farming such as wells, 
drainage ditches and check dams, cisterns and threshing floors, terraces and mills, animal pens and 
sheepfolds.351 The Vari farmstead and Legraina Farm are two properties from the fifth-fourth-centuries 
located in the hinterlands of Sounion and Laurion that provide evidence how Attica’s agricultural wealth 
was determined by working around its complex landscape.352 Archaeological evidence from these 
locations shows a range evidence that suggests an extensive industrial activity, including the different 
processes associated with mining and ore processing.353 As Xenophon’s Oeconomicus insinuates, these 
census of Demetrios (317/6 or 309/8 B.C.) counted 400,000 slaves in Athens, a figure which Gernet accepted despite the male citizen 
population being only 20,000.  
Mediterranean agriculture is not suitable nor can it maintain a labour force of slave nor freeman outside a harvest cycle. Secondly, the 
Laurion silver mines only required approximately 11,000 workers, of which 40% would have been skilled (Conophagos 1980, 348). Davies 1971, 
126-38, estimates that the liturgical class owned 50 slaves which totals only to 15,000, thus leaving the rest of the citizens including, thetes to 
own the rest of the 385,000 slaves. Athenaios also claimed that each Roman owned between 10,000-20,000 slaves. Sallares 1991, 52-9. 
On Athenian management and agriculture, see Xenophon, Oec., 2.12, 7.20-22, 14.3-21.1.  
346 Scheidel and von Reden 2012, 20-2. 
347 Osborne 1985. 40. 
348 1. Deiradiotai (Daskaleio), Eastern Paralia coastline; 2. Amphitrope, Laureion Mines; 3. Besa, Laureion Mines; 4. Sounion, Laurion area but 
access to Agrileza Valley, mines, and coast. 5. Korydallos, outskirts of Peiraieus, and on the foothills of Aigaleos Mt. 
Demes with poor soils, see Osborne, 1985. 40; Topographical location and description: Nestor N, 2017.  
349 Osborne 1985, 40. 
350 “At any rate, plants that will not even in many countries bear fruit. No less productive than the land is the sea…she (the land) has other 
things that last forever…it is an object of desire to many foreigners and Greeks alike…there is land that yields no fruit if sown and yet, when 
quarried, feeds many times the number it could support if it grew corn….our land is veined in silver….it has all the advantages of an island to 
invite all products by sea she needs and bear away her exports, and Attica is an emporium of many markets, for she is of the mainland” Xen. 
Ways. 1.2-7. 
351 Alcock 2007, 125-6; Foxhall 2007, 60. 
352 Osborne 1985, 39. 
Goette 2001, 190-7. 
353 Jones 17-21 April 2001, 267-280. 
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locations present archaeological signs for good agricultural knowledge, management, and diverse 
husbandry.354 The location, topographical location of each deme, and the variant agricultural cycles are 
but a fraction of the evidence that we have which open for further studies that Attica offered the Persian 
Empire greater wealth and reason for expanding than historians have considered. Lastly, the manner of 
destruction carried out upon Athens seems evident that the objective of the Persian command was to 
dislocate the Athenians permanently and resettle people from other parts of the empire.355  
354 The Vari farmstead provides evidence of a wall enclosure with terraces to accommodate agriculture on a varying landscape. The 
importance of produce separation for fallowing and rowing a variety of crops, vines and olives with the likelihood of grazing in between the 
seasons of harvesting. Fallowing was critical in Greece, and Attica, of which there is evidence of Athenian land leases insisting on biennial 
fallow. See Xen. Oec. 16.13, 20.3; Jones 1973, 113 and 116; Osborne 1987, 41.  
355 Herodotus (6.19.3-6.20) notes various instances when the Persians moved conquered people to other parts of their empire. Following the 
capture of Miletus in 494 B.C.E., the Milesians were sent to Susa before being moved onward to Empire on the Erythraean Sea (Persian Gulf). 
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Appendix 8. The use of Apolis in 5th-4th century B.C.E Greek Literature 
Greek Hyperlink Author Text 
Aesch. Eum. 455 Aeschylus, Eumenides
Orestes; was Agamemnon, the commander of the naval 
forces; along with him, you made Troy, the city of Ilion, to be 
no city (ἄπολιν). 
Aesch. Supp. 
849
Aeschylus, Suppliant Women 
Herald... Ho there! leave the sanctuary: be off to the ship! I 
do not respect one without honour and city (ἄπολιν). 
Aristot. Pol. 
1.1253a
Aristotle, Politics
From these things therefore it is clear that the city-state is a 
natural growth, and that man is by nature a political animal, 
and a man that is by nature and not merely by fortune 
citiless (ἄπολις) is either low in the scale of humanity or 
above it (like the “clanless, lawless, hearthless” man reviled 
by Homer,1 for one by nature unsocial is also ‘a lover of war’ 
Hom. Il. 9.63 Nestor: "A clanless, lawless, hearthless man is 
he that loveth dread strife among his own folk." 
Dem. 70
Demosthenes,  
Against Eubulides. 70 
Furthermore, men of the jury, when you question the nine 
archons, you ask whether they act dutifully toward their 
parents. I for my part am left without a father, but for my 
mother's sake I beg and beseech you so to settle this trial as 
to restore to me the right to bury her in our ancestral tomb. 
Do not deny me this; do not make me a man without a 
country (μηδ᾽ ἄπολιν); do not cut me off from such a host of 
relatives, and bring me to utter ruin. Rather than abandon 
them, if it prove impossible for them to save me, I will kill 
myself, that at least I may be buried by them in my country. 
Eur. Hec. 658 Euripides, Hecuba
Maidservant: Mistress, woman utterly undone beyond my 
power to describe, you are lost: though you see the light of 
day you are dead, without child, without husband, without 
city (ἄπολις), utterly destroyed! 
Eur. Hec. 810 Euripides, Hecuba
Hecuba: I was a queen but now I am your slave, I was blessed 
with children once but now I am both old and childless, 
without city (ἄπολις), bereft of friends, the most 
unfortunate of mortals. 
Eur. Hipp. 1021 Euripides, Hippolytus
Hippolytus: May I perish with no name or reputation, [citiless 
(ἄπολις), homeless, wandering the earth an exile]... 
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Eur. IT 220  Euripides, Iphigenia in Tauris 
And now as a stranger I dwell in a house that borders on the 
Hostile Sea, with no husband, children, city (ἄπολις), or 
friend. 
Eur. Med. 250-
60 
Euripides, Medea 
Medea:...while I, without relatives or city (ἄπολις), am 
suffering outrage from my husband. I was carried off as booty 
from a foreign land and have no mother, no brother, no 
kinsman to shelter me from this calamity.  
Eur. Med. 645  Euripides, Medea 
O fatherland, O house, may I never be bereft of my city 
(ἄπολις), never have a life of helplessness, a cruel life, most 
pitiable. 
Eur. Tro. 1186  Euripides, The Trojan Women  
Hecuba: you are not burying me but I am burying you, who 
are younger, I an old woman with no city (ἄπολις), or 
children and you an unlucky corpse.  
Hdt. 7.104.2  Herodotus, The Histories  
Demaratus: "You yourself best know what love I bear them: 
they have robbed me of my office and the privileges of my 
house, and made me a city-less (ἄπολιν) exile; your father 
received me and gave me a house and the means to live on. It 
is not reasonable for a sensible man to reject goodwill when 
it appears; rather he will hold it in great affection. 
Hdt. 8.61  Herodotus, The Histories  
As Themistocles said this, Adeimantus the Corinthian 
attacked him again, advising that a man without a city 
(ἀπόλι) should keep quiet and that Eurybiades should not 
ask the vote of a man without a city. He advised 
Themistocles to contribute his opinion when he provided a 
city— 
Isoc. 14 55  
 
Isocrates, Plataicus  
 
But it is not an equal or even similar evil that the dead should 
be denied burial and that the living should be despoiled of 
their fatherland and all their goods besides: nay, in the 
former case it is a greater disgrace for those who prevent the 
burial than for those who suffer the misfortune, but in the 
latter, to have no refuge, to be without a fatherland 
(ἄπολιν), daily to suffer hardships and to watch without 
having the power to succour the suffering of one's own, why 
need I say how far this has exceeded all other calamities? 
Fatherland should instead be; without a city. 
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Lys. 20 35  
 
Lysias, for Polystratus  
 
And our position is the contrary of that of other people: for 
others seek your indulgence by producing their children; but 
we seek it by producing our father here and ourselves, 
begging you not to deprive us of the rights that we now 
enjoy, and so leave us, your fellow-citizens, without a city 
(ἀπόλιδας). Nay, pity both our father in his old age, and us. 
If you ruin us unjustly, what pleasure will there be for him in 
our society, or for us in company with each other, when we 
are unworthy both of you and of the city? But all three of us 
beseech you to let us give yet greater proofs of our zeal. 
Plat. Laws 
6.766d 
Plato, Laws 
A State, indeed, would be no State (ἄπολις) if it had no law-
courts properly established; but a judge who was dumb and 
who said as little as litigants at a preliminary inquiry 
Soph. Ant. 370  Sophocles, Antigone 
When he applies the laws of the earth and the justice the 
gods have sworn to uphold he is high in the city; outcast 
from the city (ἄπολις) is he with whom the ignoble consorts 
because of his recklessness. 
Soph. Phil. 1018  Sophocles, Philoctetes  
And now, you wretch, you mean to tie me up and carry me 
away from this shore, on which you threw me out, friendless, 
deserted, citiless, a corpse among the living... 
Xen. Hell. 6.3  Xenophon, Hellenica 
Meanwhile the Athenians, seeing that the Plataeans, who 
were their friends, had been expelled from Boeotia and had 
fled to them for refuge, and that the Thespians were 
beseeching them not to allow them to be left without a city 
(ἀπόλιδας). 
Xen. Ways 2.7  Xenophon, Minor Works  
And if we appointed a board of Guardians of Aliens analogous 
to the Guardians of Orphans, and some kind of distinction 
were earmarked for guardians whose list of resident aliens 
was longest, that too would add to the loyalty of the aliens, 
and probably all without a city (ἀπόλιδες) would covet the 
right of settling in Athens, and would increase our revenues. 
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